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·STORM~ovER >WHA·T,. REAGAN 
WASN'r··toLD~Asour:··sA-NDRA 

' • .· ·- , • . .. • ,, . . '; . , r .. , . 

THE controversy $Ur• 
rounding the nonilqation 
of 'Arizona Judge Sandra 
O'Connor to the Supreme 
Court has raised · disturb­
ing: questions about tiow 
well-informed . President -

, Reagan ls kept l>y hili ~-­
staff. - · 

:conservatlvis in , the 
Senate and. even in the 
White House believe Rea­
gan had· no idea that · her : 
voting record on a,bortion ·. 
~uld cause such a storm . 
of criticism. · · 

Nor, they say, did the·· ··· .SANDRA O'CONNOR 
President know that the ' , 
storm had · erup~ed once aeogan hod no ~ · 
she was appointed. . -~ ·'. · 

Reagan, like all modem 
Presidents before · him, 
does not read newspapers. 
Instead he is given what 
aides call · ''news 'summa-
ries," 

the historic nomination. . 
·, Baker, · of course, · coil- ' 
trols all press and coni~u- ~ 
nications at · the Whjte .· ;' 
House. • . . ·. 

~eagal) had no idea thit,t 
\ tits appolnt~e was giving 
.cocl<tail parties for Demo­
ratlc candidates during 
th~ 1980 campaign, they 
sai<I. · · • · . 

' But the right wing of the 
White House staff charged 
that the "Jerry Ford axis" 
in the White House - led 
by chief of staff James 
Baker - deliberately with­
held details of the "Sandra 
storm" so Reag·iJn would 
have no ambivalent feel­
ings about having made 

Insiders noted · tt)at the : 
i!>Sue over Reagan's politl- ·. .· "This appears to be a ngr­
cal brlefin~s was raised · Jllal cou.,,e • o( • events 
once before ,,- during the . armµlc;I the White House 
transition, ·whfn ~agan .! · th~ days/' sald an·insider . . 

. was ~ept in the d~k about. , 1'r * * 
criticism fr~m conserva- , 
tive groups about the ap-
pointment of Donald 
Regan as Treasqry Secre-
tary. · · 

.. 
' • l 
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THE NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE WEEKLY ,: / J!D}l~~~w~ © 1981· by Human Events, Inc. 

VOL XLI No. 29 JULY 18, 1981 

O'C.Onnor an Enigma 

High Court ·Nominee 
· Disturbs Conservatives 

President Reagan's choice of Ari­
·zona Appeals Court Judge Sandra Day 
O'Connor to fill the vacancy on the 
Supreme Court has astonished and dis­
mayed· a great number of conservatives, 
many of whom keep wondering how in 

i - the world he arrived at this particular · 
selection for this most · critical of 
judicial positions. · 

From a wide variety of viewpoints it 
seems wrong-headed. · The President 
undoubtedly feels good about fulfilling -· 
his campaign pledge to name a woman 
at an early opportunity to the High 
Court and thus "dish the liberal~," as 
his political · advisers keep gloating 
about, but did it have to be this woman? 
is what conservatives' keep# asking -· 
themselves. - · - · · · .· .: _: · . 

Her current -views on abortion and 
the Equal · Rights Amendment are 
clearly suspect becauseofher previous 
'legislative. record in the Arizona state 
senate, but so are her views on a wide 
range of other important matters. in­
cluding quotas, aid to private schools 
and criminal law. In her 18 months on 
the Appeals Court, she has not ruled on 
the major kinds of issues she will have 
·to face as a Supreme Court Justice. 
"We're buying a pig in a poke," said 
one conservative critic. ''The Admin­
istration is asking us to accept her on 
faith, · but why should this be the case 
for such a crucial appointment? Surely 

-they could have done better.". 
And take a look at O'Connor's 

cheering section. Democratic Senators 
Teddy Kennedy (Mass.), Howard 
Metzenbaum (Ohio) and Alan 
Cranston (Calif.), three champion 

-----mus-ketccrs of-the liberal-left,eaulcm'-t 
have been more enthusiastic about her 
nomination. Rep. Morris Udall 
(D.-Ariz.), who may, if possible, tilt 
even further to port, waxed joyous. 
"I'm really quite pleased," said Udall, 
" ... If we're going to have Reagan ap­
pointees to the Court, you couldn't do 
much better." Americans for Demo­
cratic Action spokesman Stina Santies­
tevan said she was "thrilled" at the 
choice, while Arizona's ACLU Chair­
man Alice Bendheim thinks she's going 
to work out just fine. Speaker Tip 
O'Neill believes this is the best thing 
that the President has done since he's 
been in office. 

Eleanor Smeal, the head of the ex-

.-

S.C.uH Judge Sendra O'Connor's <•bonJ polltlc•I phllosophr remains nebulous, 
conHfftfffN could onlr grHt Ht nomination to the su,.,.....;CcN,,t with uncettalnt, 

· and dim enthu•l•am. · · · 

tremist National Organization for doctors and theologians believe results 
Women, was equally delighted, as was in the actual taking of a human life. 
Iris Mitgailg, chairperson of the Na:. "This abortiop issue has gotten to be 
tional·women's Political Caucus. the biggest humbug issue in the United 

What these and other feminist . States," said .Goldwater, adding: 
groups like them· are -fighting for, of "Abortion is not a conservative issue. 
course, is not just the placement of - ERA is not a conservative issue." 
women in important positions in soci- Bat · lots of -couenativ~ politi-
ety, but women . who . favor ERA, clans other than the Arizonan are 
abortion-on-demand, women in com- depressed, disappointed or wary 
bat and all the other "rights" - about the O'Connor nomination, 
associated with . the extreme feminist and not just because of her record 
cause. And Judge O'Connor, it on feminist Issues. Sen. Strom 
transpires, has actively backed many of Thurmond (R.-S.C.), chairman of 
their fights, and has failed to repudiate the Judiciary Committee has 
her-past--aetions,so-far-as-we-can t-ell-. --agreectto-suplJDrtlh~-sei«'..a·""'' - , ~ ----i 

And what about her conservative will most of the Senate, but priv-
su pporters? Save for Sen. Barry ately, according to well-placed 
Goldwater (R.-Ariz.), who has all but sources, Thurmond has been criti- _ 
tuned out of relevant . conservative cal of the choice. 
poli~cs for many years now, the~e Sen. Jesse Helms (R.-N.C.) sug-
aren t many _rushmg to her defense m gested that the President may have been 
any substantive way. Go~dwater, who misled about O'Connor's background 
savaged Ron~d Rea~an 10 1976 when "either by· his own people or the lady 
he wa~ runrung_ agamst Gerald F~rd, herself," since a memorandum to the 
says O Co~?or 1~ a great conservative, attorney general from counselor Ken­
and. t~at . I think !hat every good neth Starr glosses over her pro-abortion 
C:hns~1an ought to kick ~erry Falwe~l and pro-ERA stands (see story, page 5). 
nght m the ass" for opposmg her-as 1f 
a minister had no right to address the Sen. John ~ast (R.-N.C.) has ex­
subject of abortion or oppose for pr~ssed a certam concern about the ap­
public office those who favor a surgical pomtment, as has Sen. Roger Jepsen. 
process that great numbers of respected (Continued on page 8 ) 



(R.-lowa), who told us: "The President has con-
' sistently stated his strong support for the rights of 

the unbomJ both in bis active involvement in draft­
ing the Republican platform and his most recent 
support for the Hyde language _in the continuing 
appropriations resolution. Therefore, I · am·. puz­
.zled by the nomination of a person who apparently 

Attorney General Smith (left/ and President Reagan. 

does not reflect that .commitment." And while the 
politicians have hedged their opposition, virtually 
all of the right-to-life groups that so vigorously 
worked for the President's election have flatly op­
posed the O'Connor pick. 

The President has assured us that Mrs .. 
O'Connor is personally opposed to abortion, that 
she finds it "abhorrent," but that hardly tells us 
where she will line up judicially on the subject, 
since even most of the ardent pro-abortion. ad­
vocates insist they are "personally" opposed to 
abortion as well. 

But her views on abortion, others will insist 
(even many conservatives, we acknowledge), 
should not be the "litmus" test as to whether she 
should be selected. But surely, if keeping promises 
is the goal of the Reagan .. Administration, a 
nominee's views on abortion should be as seri­
ously weighed as the nominee's gender, since the 
Republican party platform bluntly says: "We will 
work for the appointment of judges at all levels of 
the judiciary who respect traditional family values 
and the sanctity of innocent human life,'' and the . 
President' strongly defended that section of the 
platform in his Sept. 21, 1980, debate with John 
~derson. And }¥ho h~ a ~e~t to _have their 
wtshcs embraced by the Administration-the 
Gloria Steinem crew or the right-to-life forces who 
tirelessly worked for Ronald Reagan? 

But abortion and ERA ue not the only 
areas wbicb concern couenatives. The 
judicial record is hardly reusuring. 

Her 29 published opinions on the Appeals Court 
don't deal with souae of the major issues that con­
servatives feel strongly about, such as · the death 
penalty, busing, the constitutional rights of 
criminal defendants, labor law, deregulation, tui­
tion tax credits, etc. As a state court judge, she has 
ruled on cases dealing mostly with such state legal 
issues as the liability of municipalities for 
negligence and the standards to be applied in 
awarding disability payments. 

"Thus," as a critique in the New York Times put 

it, "it appears far too early to determine whether . 
the ideologically divided Court will become more­
conservative or more 'liberal if Judge O'Connor 
· fills the vacancy created by the retirement of 
Justice Potter Stewart." 

Indeed, virtually all accounts describe her as · 
"pragmatic" · and ''non-ideological," and she 
herself, in her Phoenix news conference following 
her selection, did not even have the · courage:--or 
conviction.....:to describe her judicial ·philosophy. 
"Would you put a label on yourself-moderate or 
constructionist?" she was asked. "No, I can't do 
that," said t~e philosophically unanchored Mrs. 
O'Connor. 

Though obviously bright and energetic, the 51-
year-old O'Connor, especially when she served in 
the Arizona senate in the early 1970s, was not con­
sidered a conservative. She , appeared "trendy," 
promoting bilingual education, abortion, ERA 
and no-fault divorce. She was also aQsolutely 
dead-set against any state aid to parochial schools. 
Legal experts in the state believe she is fundamen­
tally sound in the criminal law field-and will be 
better than Potter Stewart when it comes to such 
matters as the "exclusionary rule" -but even here 
the record is not totally clear. Tho~gh she sup­
posedly favors capital punishment, for instance, 
she argued against the imposition of the manda­
tory death. penalty in such a way as to suggest she 
was opposed to capital punishment at any time. 

Not all is bad about Mrs. O'Connor. She does 
have a fairly decent record so far as meting out 
punishment to convicted criminals is concerned. 
She did lead a tax-limitation battle in the state. 
She recently wrote an article for the William and 
Mary Law Review which argued against usurpa-

. tion of state court powers by the federal courts. 
And she is good friends with the Supreme Court's 
most conservative member, William Rehnquist 
(they were in the same class at Stanford Law 
School; he was No. 1, she No. 3), with' Rehnquist 
having given her a hearty recommendation. / 

I • 

But, still, this is pretty thin gruel. President 
Reagan, for all his and his aide's' assurancbs, is 
asking conservatives to rally ~ind a highly ~ncer­
tain trumpet. Mrs. O'Connor, .ofcourse, mll&'•tum 
out to be just what /the doctor ordcfred. President . 
Reagan, -we concedle, hasn't been a bad judge oL 
character, as the1 metamorphoses of Richard; 
Schweiker and Terrel Bell attest./ Yet SchwcikCP, 
and Bell and other Cabinet appointments can be 
fired if-they don' t foHow-pres1dentiaH;>r-deFS.-Bu- ---­

. once Mrs. O'Connor slips on that black robe, she 
cannot be budged from th~bcnch. 1 

Hence, if nothing else, he Judiciary members, 
especially the conscrvativ , owe it to 1their con­
stituencies td thoroughly scrutinize Mfs. O'Con­
nor's record and philos,:,phy, ' assumir;g she'll fi­
nally admit she has a philosophy. What is so diffi­
cult to comprehend, / however, i~ why the 
Administration, in ma,fcing this weithtiest of all 
appointments, , selected ,a nominee of such murky 
ideological moorings.

1
1 · ,, · · 

' I 
Under a Reagan presidency we expected to see 

a major . ~ransformittion in the High Court, a 
sea-change shift to/ the right. But that kind of 
alteration is not /likely to come about : with 
O'Connor.itype appointments. Conservatives:..:..---
no, the co~ntry-~ave a right to e~pect better. 



Justice Memo Raises 
Questions on O'Connor 

Conservative groups are angry with the Admin­
istration's selection of Sandra O'Connor for rea­
sons other than her past views on abortion and the 
Equal Rights Amendment (see cover). Many 
believe, for instance, that the Administration ac­
tually tried to deceive them on the nomination and 
about the real record of O'Connor. 

A HUMAN EVENTS reporter was told that he 
could at least see a summary of O'Connor's ·deci­
sions from the Arizona Appellate Court, but, after 

PHILLIPS 

the pledge, the key Administration official who 
made the promise failed to deliver. Other report­
ers, not just conservatives, received similar treat­
ment. "They seemed to be stonewalling a lot of 
us," said Conservative Digest Editor John Lofton. 

Word initially came out of the White House 
that the President had spent some 50 minutes with 
O'Connor to satisfy himself that she was now 
well-grounded philosophically, even if she may 
not have been much of a conservative in the early 
'70s. But when Mrs. O'Connor held her Phoenix 

press conference, she said she spent only 15 
minutes with the President. 

Even more serious, so far as conservatives are · 
concerned, was the July 7, 1981, memo for the at­
tnrnP\/ aPnPrn I from counselor Kenneth w. Starr. 

The memo states that Starr talked to O'Connor by 
phone on two occasions on July 6, and that she 
"provided the following information with respect 
to her public record on family-relat~d issues." 

But if O'Connor provided the record, it was far 
from complete. For instance, the memo refers to 
House Bill 20 which virtually eliminated restric­
tions as to when a doctor could perform an abor­
tion. "There is no record of how Sen. O'Connor 
voted," says the Starr memo, "and she indicated 
that she has no recollection of how she voted." 

Yet Dr. Carolyn Gerster, the leader of the right­
to-life movement in Arizona, has since forwarded 
to the attorney general a copy of an Apr_il 30, 

- 1970, article in the Arizona Republic which boldly . 
states that O'Connor- voted in favor of the legisla:­
tion. 

"The Justice Department memo also completely 
omits from the O'Connor record her April 23, 
1974, vote in the Senate Judiciary Committee 
against a resolution urging Congress to support a -

· ~uman -life amendment to the Const~tution. Why, 
nght-to-lifers are asking, wasn't this important 
vote in the memo? Did Mrs.·o"Con~or's memory · 
fail her, or did tpe Justice Department fail to in­
clude it? 

Equally disturbing to skeptics is this line in · -
the memo: "She knows well the Arizona 
leader of the right-to-li_fe movement, a promi­
nent female physician in Phoenix, and has 
never had any disputes or controversies with 
her:" But thatis- just plain false. ,-i c 

Dr. Gerster, who heads the Arizona right-to-life 
movement, informed us that she has frequently 
been at-odds with Mrs. O'Connor on the abortion 
issue. When we were talking with her last week, 
Dr. Gerster was in the midst of preparing a letter 
for the attorney general which took sharp issue 
with the wording .of the Starr memo which Dr. 
Gerster said made it seem as if she and Mrs. 
O'Connor shared the same views on.abortion. 

In truth, Dr. Gerster informed the Justice De­
partment's chief, William French Smith, she had 
been in an "adversary relationship" with Mrs. 
O'Connor on. the abortion issue during 1973 and 
1974 because of her own pro-life activities. And 
Dr. Gerster couldn'i ~inderstand why no one at 
Justice-especially Starr-had called her to get 
her side of the story. 

Because of such episodes as this, a coalition of 
conservative and anti-abortion groups last week, 
with Conservative Caucus Chairman Howard 
Phillips as the chief spokesman, suggested there 
had been a "cover-up" of Mrs. O'Connor 's real 
record. 

Kathleen Teague, executive director of the 
American Legislative Exchange Council, said: 
"The information we have on her abortion record, 
when compared with the information contained in 
the memorandum ... shows an apparent prima 
facie cover-up either on the part of Mrs. O'Con­
nor or on the part of the attorney general's office 
or both, of her voting record on abortion ." 

Whether or not it was deliberate or just sloppy 
staff work , the Administration has clearly bobbled 
. I I - (' , I_ - - -~!~--!- - __ ...J _ _ _ __ _ ...J ! .. ~ 
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; A2 ...• Tue&day,July21 , 1981 THE WASHINGTON POST ' 

~'. For Reagan and the New: 
· Right, the Ho eym~o11. Is ·over 

By Bill Peterson nor ~omination. It is part self- But as president, Reag&n has a 
Washington Poststarrwrirer ' 1 esteem, part coalition politics, part a different agenda, and his adminis-

. Every president has a honeymoon, sense of- class conflict between the • tration has distanced itself from the 
• ' iµid Ronald Reagan's has been long- ideologues of the New Right and the, New Right. "On issues like abortion, 

1 er than most. Congress, the press, political pragmatists _who make up· school prayer and some of these, my 
·' opinion leaders and ~ven . m~n)'. the White House staff. personal view is that they're some-
. Democrats are still treatmg him hke The roots of the conflict go back, what peripheral to some of the 

. , • a new brid(lgroom. , to the 1980 campaign, the choice of things that qational government 
·, But for one important group ot George Bush as Reagan's , running· should be concentrating on," one top 

Reagan supporters - the New mate and the emergence of moder-. White House adviser said during a 
•,,, Right conservatives - the _honey- ates, 'such as White House chief of: · recent luncheon at The W(1shington 
.. moon is over. They flexed their mus- staff James Baker III, as key pres- Ptst. .. . 
, cle over the nomination of Sandra D. idential advisers. "We won the elec- ~ New Right and anti-abortion 

· . ·; O'Connor to the Supreme Court, tion but · 1ost the White House,!' spokesmen blame this on a betrayal 
and lost. · ma~y conservatives complained. of confidence and a failure to under-

,, For some of the most vocal lead- Reagan's relations. with the New stand their coalition. There is a 
, ers .of the New Right mov~ment, t.he · Right have been strained ever since. .stt ,-,15 l ement of claSll and cultural 

nomination was the latest m a ser1es In this light, the nomination of conflict to this. · 
: :, Qf slights and insults they have s~if- · O'Connor, who on occasion voted 
, • .fered from Reagan ~dv1~ers which I with pro-abortion forces as an Ar- ."From the very outset, the admin-
~ · raise questions in then· mmds abo~t izona state senator, didn't surprise istratiori has been staffed by coun-

-, ·whether the president is really their ' some of the .most militant voices on . try-club conservatives who have con-
'kind of conservative. . the New Right. · ~ · tempt for social conservatives. The . 

"The White House slapped us m A little background abo~t th.e I ' White·House has.a t~ndency t~, treat 
· · 'thll face," says Richard A. ,Viguerie, New Right and the ~ld Right ·1s , us as a sort of mmor1ty g_roup, says 

·· the conservative direct-mail expert.. helpful in understa11dmg ~he ~on- •. Phillips of the Conservative Caucus. 
'JThe White House is saying you flict. The Old Right comprised tra- , "·"We aren't the Skull and Bones 
don't have a constituency we're con- ditional economic conservatives, firm crowd." 

. • cerned about. We don't care about, believers in the free enterprise sys- . "The White House doesn't ·und~r-
, · you." . d ,, tern and a strong national det)mse. It stand pur coalition," adds Viguer1e. 
· "There's been a challenge issue_ ' is epitomized by Sen. Barry G?I~- "The social ;co~servative .isn't some-
. : explains Viguerie. "It. is s~_methm.g water (R~Ariz.), the 1964 Rep1,1bhc8? . one they'd mv1te . to their h?me, or 

we can't ignore. We either tight th1s1 presidential nominee. country club. The whole social c.on-
• one or we aren't leaders." ·. The New Right accepts the basic servatiye thin~ i_sn't their cup of te~." 

Viguerie and his cohor!5 bn 
the , philosophy of the Old Right, but has Ke~m . Ph1lhps, a conserv~tt~e 

New Right have done Just that.• ' tried . to broaden the conservative theorist, ~ffered ~n?ther an~lys1s m 
They have fumed and . fu_ssed.1, base to include disillusioned Dem- a recent issue of his America? Po-

., They've launched a ser~es ot pomtedi ocrat& and nonvoters. . . litical Report _newsletter. C~nd1da~es . 

.. . attacks on O'Connor m then pub- .To do this, it devi.sed _sophist)ca- used N~w Right and antt~abor~1on 
: : lications and in thousands of letters! ted campaign techniques, part1cu-. themes m 1978 and 1~80 el~ct10ns 
;: and telegrams sent to their support- :::;;;;;;;;;;;;.;;.;;;;;:-r----- ~ ::-:--==-• because voters agreed with then· gen-
;· ers around the country. · ·· · 1 eral critique of moral decay and per-
~: ·But after two weeks, they have · lariy direct-mail fund raising, and missiveness in the country, Phillips 

<:~ y·et to persua_de a s,. ingle senato~. to formed a fragile coalition with so- d · · "' c th f t note . , .- -come out agamst v onnor, e irs called "social conservatives" - peo- "The neo-Puritan minority was 
· woman ever appointed to the . Su- pie opposed to legalized abortion, able to mobilize, its issue activists 

• preme Court. They plan to continue sex education, the Equal Rights with little backlash," he wrote. "That 
: · what they now see as an a!l but Amendment, "humanism," general equation is changing. now witQ 
· _. _ hqpeless fight if onlr to. m~ke it pos- permissiveness, gun control, and· a Reagan in the White House. General 
~, sible to fight and •WI~ s1m1lar battles . host of other religious and social is- public sympathy for a r urther. move 
•· in .the future. • sues. to the right on moral issues 1s less, 

"In terms of having any real m- In numbers, the coalition is rel- and more attention is focusing on ' 
'..: tl~ence with the Reagan administr~- atively small - Viguerie, one of the less popular specific proposals." 
. :· · tion, we just haven't had, any," says movement's founders, estimates it No other single issue is as imper-
. Howard Phillips, head of the Con- can mobilize no more than 5 to. 7 ½ tant to the New Right coalition as 
· servativ-e Caucus. "All they've doµe percent of the electorate. But, like abortion. It · is the glue that holds 

is throw us a few bones to keep the ' the liberal wing of the Democratic · · much of the coalition together, that 
dogs from biting their heels." Party, it is noisy and rigid philo- 1' h bl II C th The fight is full of irony and goes attractec nort ern ue-co ar a -
well beyond the merits of the O'Con- sophically. · olics and southern ev/:'!ng~licaJs, most 

SANDRA D. O'CONNOR 
... last straw for the New Right 

~ Reagan, in.JtjlL campaign,-JJlaye,u..,,,__..- ... wliom re-:.ttaditioriaLDemo.crats.,~ 
to the basic goals of the ·New Right to the New Right and its candidates. 
coalition with his litany of "family, Anti-abortion activists view abor-
work, neighborhood, freedom, tion as the great civil-rights issue of 
peace." He endorsed a constitutional the era, the litmus by which to judge 
amendment banning qbortion, Anti- all officeholders. O'Connor, because 
abortion groups flocked to his ban- of some seemingly pro-abortion 
ner, although leaders of the New votes in the Arizona Senate, failed 
Right like Viguerie joined his band- , the test. 
wagon only after other candidates 
fell by the wayside. 



They viewed her nomination as a \ 
direct assault. To preserve the co­
alition, other New Right groups had 
little choice but to rally to .the de­
fense. In coalition politics, an attack 
on one is an attack on all. 

Within two days of the nomina­
tion, about 20 conserv~tive groups; 
most loosely affliated with the .New 
Right, came out against O'Connor. 

' Among the best known of them "."as 
the Moral Majqrity. The sy~nbohsm 
was confusing. Judge O Connor, 
after all, was• supported by the. na­
tion's two best known conserva~1yes, 
Reagan aqd goldwater, her Ar1zo.na 

. neighbor. 
Whl:lt was going on? , 1 t " . 

An unusual coincidence of pers~n­
alities had a great <teal to do with ' 
the response. The key figure was Dr. 
Carolyn Gerster, a woman remark-

~ . 
an anti-O'Connor campaign. But j 
Reagan announced O'Connor's nom- j 
inatio~ before the packet arrived inJ 
W !lShmgton. Gerster was shocked. ; 
She and other anti-abortion leaders, ; . 
who · had supported Reagan during 
the presidentjal campaign, . felt ,the 
president had betrayed promises he 
had made to them and the Repub­
lican platform. 
· They felt they had ·a stake in 
Reagan's presidency. "We induced 
millions of Democratic voters to . 
cross over for Mt'. Reagan and 'other i 
pro-life senators,'' declarecl Dr, J.c: 
Willke, president of the ' National 

, RIOHARD A. VIGUERIE Right to Life, Committee. · . . 
. , . ''White House slapped us in the face" · Human Events, · a ~~nservat1ve • 

. · newspaper normally friendly to . 
ably similar in background to ,Judge Reagan, said conservatives around 
O'Connor. Like O'Connor, she is an the country were "astonished and . 
aggressive, attractive and publicly dismayed'' · by the nominatioil' of 
spiritea individual, a trail-blazer of anyone with "such murky ideological 
sorts who launched a professional moorings." . · 
career at a time when few woman More militant voices threatened 
did so. And like O'Oonnor, she lives reprisals against Republican congres­
in the Phoenix suburbs. sional candidates in 1982. "I don't 

Jn the 1970s, she was an an~i- mind holding a grudge and carrying ; 
abortion lobbyist who considered out a vendetta," said Paul Brown of ·; 
then state senator O'Connor l:\ pro- the American Life Lobby. "The : 
abortion adversary. By 1980, phy- loose-knit coalition we have with the . 
sician Gerster had become president White House may be destroye& I'm , 
of the National Right to Life Com- not at all !}dverse to making up a hit '. 
mittee, the nation's largest anti- • list for 1982 made up entirely of Re- · 
abortion group, and she had a one- publicans." , · · · . 
on-one meeting with Reagan in early But others see hope of making ·1 

January. During that meeting, she peace with the Reagan White House. , 
claims Reagan pledged he would "If the White House shows it. views ; 
never appoint a supporter of legal- the gro-family movement as an im­
ized abortion to the SupreI!}e Court. portant part of its_ soaliUon, ,then the 

~,. - Ger~ter and her allies did a quick situation is salvageable," says Paul 
research job on O'Connor's legisla- Weyrich, a leading New Right stra- l 
tive record over the July 4th week- tegist. "But if they wall themselves _! 

end when the possibility of her nom- up and take the ppsition that any 1 

ination first leaked out. After finding opposition means you'1:e not part of 1 

four instances where O'Connor al- the Reagan team then we .may be in , 
·' legedly cast votes supporting legal- trouble." ., 

_ i.wd_abvr_tion, Gerster fu_gd off __ g_J~- _ F_e"". g.!!_Jhe Ne!Y _Il,ig,!:it S!;l,!l__ah 
legram to Washington July 6 re- reahsttc hope of blocking O'Conno~.r,,.._,s ,......,......,.-1 
questing the White House not make confirmation in the Senate. But 
a decision on the nomination until a most agree they have made a point. 
package detailing information about "No matter how many votes we 
the votes reached Washington the get in the Senate, the administration 
next day. won't make the same mistake next 

Meanwhile, she contacted other time," says Phillips of the Conser- • 
anti-abortion leaders who mounted vative Caucus. ' ' 

JION U 
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High Court: How low did 
Let's face it: A -man 
with Sandra O'C0nnor's 
qualifications would 
never have gotten the 
Presidential nod. 
By Kevin Phillips 

Back to Sandra O'Connor. A 
number of my fellow conser­

vatives remain unh ppy about the 
lady's Supreme Court nomination. 
They claim she's soft on abortion 
and the equal rights amendment. 

I'm not going to belabor those is­
sues. If I had been in the Arizona leg­
islature when she was, I might have 
tried to duck the abortion question, 
too. And as for the equal rights 
amendment, it doesn't seem to be 
going anywhere, so why get too 
upset? 

What strikes me about the O'Con­
nor nomination is the new male-fe­
male double standard that has been 
applied in the selection process. 

Double standard 

The old male-female double stan­
dard is that a woman couldn't be 
nominated for the U.S. Supreme 
Court. That's gone, of course. The 
new double standard is that when a 
woman is nominated, she doesn't 
have to meet the same standards of 
prior experience or undergo the same 
clearance procedures that a man 
would. 

Legislator loses job o 

O'Connor has been chosen for the 
court under circumstances, and with 
a lack of American ·Bar Association 
scrutiny, that would have been pre­
carious to a male nominee. Let me be 
specific. For the first time since 
1952, a President of the United 

·States failed to ask the American Bar 
Association for an evaluation of a 
nominee before making the announce- · 
ment. 

Upsurging opposition 

In part, that was almost certainly 
because O'Connor. while qualified, 
was clearly not the most qualified 
candidate available. She w as picked 
because she was a woman. And 
there is some reason to think that 
the nomination was made quickly 
and without Bar Association consul- , 
tation to head off upsurging opposi­
tion on two counts: First, right-to-life 
indignation, and second, the mild an­
noyance of those who think Reagan 
should have selected a judge expe­
rienced in handling the sort of sub­
ject matter one faces on the high 
court. ' 

Judge O'Connor, it turns out, has 

O'Connor opposition . 

SANDRA DAY O'CONNOR, 51 (abo 
peals, was nominated by President 
Supreme Court. 

a total of six years of judicial experi­
ence. First, she was GOP state legis­
lator. Then, for some four years, she 
was a Superior Court judge. Then, in 
1980, she moved up t the Arizona 
Court of Appeals, the state's second 
highest court. According to t he re-

An Arizona state r~resentative, pro-abortion and su · equently · cord, she dealt mainly with routine 
Republican Jim Skelly, has resign- resigned. matters, such as workmen's corn-
ed his $18, 700-a-year customer According to Greyhound, Skelly per:isation and divorce. 

---~--~.Jr_...e!""at ...... i,.o,._n..,s'-'j""o~h_,w.......,.ith.......,.thA.._..._,,,G.,.r..,P."'"Yb ... 0~u,.,,nu,d..._~ -..,.""1a ... s,......i:e~quested to moderate ht ....... ~,....,.,,- myself am not...at..all-iru:llAed--t.--..,,.... 
Corp. because of a conflict with remarks because of a public buy the argument that we need a 
management about his opposition perception th.at was he was speak- court composed of the greatest and 
to the nomination of Arizona Judge . tng for Greyhound, not as a privat& most experienced judicial minds in 
Sandra O'Connor to the U.S. Su- citizen, when criticizing Mrs. · the country; we might well do better 
preme Court. .. .•.... . • , O'Connor, an Atizona Appeals with grassroots common sense. But 

Rep. Skelly, a sponsor of anti- Court judge. for those who marinate themselves 
aL rtion egislation in the Arizona But Skelly said that when he in the spirit of Oliver Wendell 
house, said that Mrs. O'Connor was commenting about Mrs. Holmes, Learned Hand et al., the rule 
cast a pro-abortion vote on legis~a- O'Connor he was not identified as is that Presidents should not nomi-
tion when she was a member of a represen tiv& of Greyhound or nate obscure judges from obscure 
the Arizona Senate. l . · as speaking from corporate heaq.. courts . 
. He was .called into the office of quarters or otherwise officially link- Just imagine what would have 

Gerald Trautman, chairman of the ed with the company. happened if President Reagan had 
Greyhound board, and asked to He said in a resignation letter, reached into a middle-ranking Sun 

· tone down his criticism of Mrs. "The welfare of the innocent un- Belt state court to pick a former male 
O'Cohnor, Sk~ttyJhen sta that born is far more Important to me Republican politician who happened . 
Mrs: O'Connpr~- v~og rt' ' was than Judge O'Connor's nomination •. :; to be a staunch conservative on the 

·. <:H abortion and ERA issues. And just 
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O'Connor has been chosen for the 
court under circumstances, and with 
a lack of American Bar Association 
scrutiny, that would have been pre­
carious to a male nominee. Let me be 
specific. For the first time since 
1952, a President of the United 
States failed to ask the American Bar 
Association for an evaluation of a 
nominee before making the announce­
ment. 

--Upsurging pposition 

In p·art, that was almost certainly 
because O'Connor, while qualified, 
was clearly not the most qualified 
candidate available. She was picked 
because she was a woman. And 
there is some reason to think that 
the nomination was made quickly 
and without Bar Association consul- , 
tation to head off upsurging opposi­
tion on two count~: First, right-to-life 
indignation, and second, the mild an­
noyance of those who think Reagan 
should have selected a judge expe­
rienced in handling the sort of sub­
ject matter one faces on the high 
coui:t. 

SANDRA DA YO 'CON!'{OR, 51 (above), judge on the Arizona Court of Ap­
peals, was nominated by President Reagan to serve on the United States 
Supreme Court. 

a total of six years of judicial experi- suppose he had picked such a man 
ence. First, she was GOP state legis- without clearing the nomination 

Judge O'Connor, it turns out, has lator. Then, for some four years, she through the American Bar Associa-
was a Superior Court judge. Then, in tionl The ruckus would have been 
1 980, she moved up to the Arizona enormous; the various bar associa-
Court of Appeals, the state's second tions and the press would have 
highest court. According to the re- screamed bloody murder. Any con-

pro-abortion and subsequently cord, she dealt mainly with routine ceivable conflict of int erest, however 
resigned. matters, such as workmen's com- petty, would have been trumped up 

According to Gre hound, Skelly pensation and divorce. and fed into the mass media's ma-
was requested to r,nodera,e his,. , I myself am not at all inclined to chine gun belt . 

........ '-fftlFTIHFkS b808"'6e t>f-it,pttblte ' . -·•·. •, - . -~ -BUY t-he--ar,§tJmeR-t-tha-t-we--ftee.EH=I---- ------------------
perception that was ,he was·speaki court composed of the greatest and Gusher of praise 
mg for -Greyh und/ not as a private most experienced judicial minds in 
citizen, 'Vhen criticizing Mrs. the country; we might well do better 
O'Connor, an Arizona Appeals with grassroots common sense. But 
Court judge. for those who marinate themselves 

But -~ t in the spirit of Oliver Wendell 
was commenting abou Holmes, Lea med Hand et al., the rule 
O'Connor he was, not identified as is that Presidents should not nomi-
a representative of Greyhound oi, ;:,, nate obscure judges from obscure 
as speaking: ftorq corporate head< ;;'.; courts. 

1'qu&rtersor,t>th!rwise officially Uryt<~'.f Just imagine what would have 
j. ed withth~fcomp~ny;;' \ c;fk)ii}\}C) happened if President Reagan had 
1 i He saidin~a resignation lette(} iO!i'i'2 reached into a middle-ranking Sun 
l: "the wettiraoftheihriocent uri;+Y< Belt state court to pick a former male 
l' . bo. "1 i.$ far'.rnore_., lt!l_ P9-~_-_r!. to rp~ ;~~;10. ! Republican politician who _happened 
l 'than Judge O'Gwnotts nomi ·orb & to be a staunch conservative on the 
L,~t> C L&foL%ib:i.}Db ;m Ii /§ ,abortion and ERA issues. And just 

Judge O'Connor, instead, is get­
ting a gusher of praise and oohing­
and-aahing about how qualified she 
is and what a nice person she is. If 
she was a New Right sympathizer, of 
course, the tenor would be notice­
ably different. But most of all, Sandra 
O'Connor is getting special prefer­
ence because she's a woman. Bias is 
always in vogue; it's only the direc­
tion and intensity that varies. I hope 
all the sexual-equality zealots in the 
women's movement understand 
that. 
© King Features Syndicate, Inc. 
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EDUCATION OFFICE : P.O . BOX 4110 • STAFFORD, VIRGINIA 22554 • 703·6!511· 41 113 OR METRO DC •6110·20411 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 13 AUGUST 1981 CONTACT: (Mrs.) Judie Brown 
(202) 546-5550 

AMERICAN LIFE LOBBY 1 S PRESIDENT IS 11 APPALLED 11 

BY REAGAN ATTACK ON PRO-LIFE LEADER! 

(Mrs.) Judie Brown, President of the American Life Lobby, stated today that 

she was " •.. appalled by President Reagan 1 s attack on Carolyn Gerster for her 

opposition t o tne "Supreme ourt n omrna't1on of -San ra O'Connor. 11 

In a letter from the President to one Marie Craven of Chicago, Illinois, which 

was revealed in a nationally-syndicated newspaper column, Reagan claimed : hat the 

opposition to the O'Connor nomination was being stirred up 11 ..• principally by one 
·-

person.11 The letter further stated that 11 
••• this person has something of a record 

of being vindictive. 11 

Mrs. Brown said 11 
••• not only is the tone of the letter far beneath the dignity 

of the President of the United States, but the letter is factually in orr ct ! In 

the first place, Gerster is far from alone in her opposition to the O'Connor ~omi­

nation. The American Life Lobby, the largest grass-roots pro-life and pro-family 

organization in the United States, has been fully involved in opposing thi s nomina­

tion even before it was made. A.L.L. has made thousands of phone calls and mailed 

over 800,000 let ters to pro-life activists across the country to galvanize the 

movement against this nomination. 11 

11 In the second place, i i Mrs. Brown continued, 11 Carolyn Gerster is probably the 

most beloved leader within the movement. The statement that she is 'vindictive' is 

simply, flatly and completely false! 11 Brown noted that Gerster did not initiate 

her involvement in the O'Connor 'tussle,' but was dragged into it by the Justice 

Department. A Justice Department memo sent to the White House had erroniously 

reported that Gerster and O'Connor were 'friendly.' 

A.L.L. "' .. . . . /or God, /or Life, /or the Family, /or the Nation" over---



A.L.L. APPALLED BY REAGAN'S ATTACK~ 
Page #2 

"When the dust has cleared," Mrs. Brown asserted, ·11 1 am convinced we will find 

that the J~stice Department, riddled with Carter Administration 'hold-overs,' is at 

the bottom of this whole nominati on fiasco. They made Carolyn Gerster the victim, 

and now they are trying to discredit her. 11 

Mrs. Brown concluded that 11 ! pray that this letter does not reflec~ the President's 

real feelings, but was an error co1T111itted by a member of his staff. If this really 

is the President' s position, then it is obvious he is being misled and sold-out by 

those trusted aides closest to him.h 

# # # # # 

1 
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Dear Senator: 

I strongly urge you not to support the Supreme Court nomination of 
Sandra O'Connor. 

It is clear from her record in the Arizona senate that she is a supporter of 
legalized abortion. Her choice is a violation of the 1980 Republican plat­
form which pledged the appointment of judges "who respect traditional 
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Letters 
O'Connor Infuriates 

The nomination of Sandra 
O'Connor is more than puzzling to 
me. It is infuriating and provoca­
tive. My guess is that Reagan 
wanted to show the liberals that he 
was not a hard-line conservative. 

James McHugh 
Bala Cynwyd, Pa. 

SchlaflI Son Recovering 

I want to thank Conservative Digest 
for its help and support on the issue 
of preserving our traditional ex­
emption of women from the mili­
tary draft. For years, I have be­
lieved that this issue was of prime 
importance to the American culture, 
to family and moral integrity, and 
to the combat-effectiveness of the 
U.S. Armed Forces. We simply 
could not allow a strident little 
group of feminists to use the armed 
services for a social experiment in­
stead of for the defense of our coun­
try. Now that we have laid that issue 
to rest, we can move forward to re­
build the military strength of our 
country. 

Phyllis Schlafly, President 
Eagle Forum 

P .S. Thanks to the outpouring of 
prayers for our son, John, he will 
have a total recovery from his spec­
tacular automobile accident. He was 
rear-ended on 1-55 by an irrespon­
sible 23-year-old man whom wit­
nesses described as driving at '' 100 
miles an hour." John's car turned 
end-over-end three times. 

Phillip~, 'Friends' Disagree 

I am sure you like to be accurate 
when you can. In the Digest for 
April 1981, an article by Howard ­
Phiilips refers to "federally funded 
organizations such as ... " and it goes 

... -.-
-

-- ... ..... . 

on to name the American Friends 
Service Committee, among others. 

Taking the year 1980, the Amer­
ican Friends Service Committee had 
total income in dollars and kind of 
$16,637,959. The portion of that 
coming from fees and grants from 
government agencies · totaled 
$596,062. That represents one 
twenty-eighth of the total, or less 
than 4 percent. Only a strict con­
structionist could thus call AFSC 
"federally funded." It is, rather, 
funded by voluntary contributions 
for the most part and some founda­
tion grants. 

John A. Sullivan 
Associate Executive Secretary, 

Information and Interpretation 
American Friends Service 

Committee 

Howard Phillips replies: 
"If you don't think the $596,062 

which you received last year in fees 
and grants from government 
agencies qualifies you to be called 
'federally funded, ' please send me 
the money. I know where it can be 
put to good use. " 

Afghanistan Attention 
Apl)reciated 

Congratulations for dealing with 
the phantom subject of the for­
gotten-or ignored-war in Af­
ghanistan. It is imperative that fine 
journals such as yours air this is­
sue of Soviet imperialism and the 
campaign of genocide and scorched 
earth being carried out against the 
valiant Afghans. Not only the strug­
gle for freedom by a proud people, 
but our own national security in­
terests are at stake in Afghanistan. 
Afghanistan is a window of oppor­
tunity, such as we have not had 
since World War II, to not only stop 

Soviet imperialism but to start turn­
ing it back. Our national interests 
and our national sense of honor and 
decency dema:nd that we support the 
Afghans in their struggle for 
freedom. 

Karen McKay, Executive Director 
Committee for a Free Afghanistan 

721 Second St., N.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

TV Junked 

I agree with everything said in your 
April 1981 issue regarding filthy and 
degrading TV shows. To me, the 
answer was simple. Two years ago I 
became so incensed at the program­
ming that I junked my TV set. Life 
has been beautiful ever since. 

1 Hayes Ganiard 
Clarklake, Mich. 

Tit>'s Tirade 

I am amazed by the demagoguery 
of Tip O'Neill and his fellow liberal 
cronies. His characterization of 
President Reagan's tax reduction 
program as "welfare for the rich" 
represents demagoguery at its worst. 
Since when is it a windfall for the 
rich when the government lets peo­
ple keep more of what they have 
earned? I am not one of them, but 
people in the upper-income brackets 
already pay a disproportionately 
higher percentage of income tax 
than everyone else. So how can it be 
considered a windfall for them if 
they are given the same percentage 
tax reduction as everyone else? 
O'Neill's blustering tirade against 
President Reagan's economic pol­
icies is symptomatic of a sickness 
that liberals have had for some time: 
Tax the hell out of those who work 
and give the proceeds to those who 
will not work; tax the hell out of 
those who produce and redistribute 
it to those who sponge off of pro­
ductive citizens . 

Larry E. Rice 
South Vienna, Ohio 

We welcome letters to the editor. 
All we ask is that you keep them 
short, concise, to the point. And 
that you either type them, or 
print in clear, readable writing. 
Send your letter to: Letters, 
Conservative Digest, 7777 Lees­
burg Pike, Falls Church, Va. 
22043. 
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ON THE DAY he announced his choice of Sandra O'Connor as a Supreme Court justice, President Reagan-in Chicago for a 
speech-was greeted by 70 members of the Pro-Life Action League. When the Reagan party returned by helicopter to the U.S. mili­
tary base at O'Hare Airport, the demonstrators held up their signs and chanted pro-life slogans. 

O'Connor Choice Breaks Reagan Promise, 
Made In Haste And Harms His Coalition 
In our February issue, in an open letter to President 
Reagan on our cover, we made the point that his 
mandate for change was in danger of being sub­
verted because not enough Reaganites were being 
appointed to key administration posts. 

Observing that there would be "no Reaganism 
without Reaganites," we said at the time: 

''The success of your presidency depends directly 
on the views of those who hold the top jobs in your 
administration. People make policy. And if the key 
individuals in your government are not dedicated, 
demonstrated, energetic advocates of your positions 
on the issues, your views will not prevail." 

In our judgment, the naming of Sandra Day 
O'Connor to a seat on the Supreme Court is the 
Reaganite appointments problem writ large. In our 
view, the Reagan mandate extends to the nation's 
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high court. 
In the next several pages, the case is made, per­

suasively we think, that the President broke a prom­
ise in nominating Mrs. O'Connor, that the President 
was not fully informed about her record prior to 
choosing her and that the O'Connor choice has 
seriously fractured the President's electoral coalition. 

In his acceptance speech last July at the GOP con­
vention in Detroit, candidate Reagan declared: 

" I ask you not simply to 'Trust me,' but to trust 
your values-our values-and to hold me re­
sponsible for living up to them." 

This is precisely what those conservatives are do­
ing who are in opposition to the O'Connor nom­
ination.-John Lofton Jr., editor, Conservative 
Digest. 
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Met With Dr. Gerster In Januar,_ J 980 

Candidate Reagan Told Pro-Life Leader 
He'd Pick Pro-Life High Court Judges 

There is much evidence-both ex­
plicit and implicit-which argues that 
conservatives had every right to ex­
pect a Supreme Court nominee who, 
at the very least, is pro-life and favors 
legal protection for the unborn. For 
example: 

The Gerster 
Meeting 

Dr. Carolyn Gerster is a Phoenix, 
Ariz., MD, a veteran pro-life activist, 
and the ex-president of the National 
Right To Life Committee. On Jan­
uary 17, 1980, as president of the 
NRTLC, she met in Rye, N .Y., for 
about 40 minutes with candidate 
Ronald Reagan-at his request. As 
Dr. Gerster tells it: 

"During the course of our con­
versation, the President initiated the 
subject of the United States Supreme 
Court. He told me that there would 
be possibly three, probably two, and 
certainly one vacancy during the next 
four years. He emphasized the im­
portance of the election of a Presi­
dent who would appoint justices to 
that court who respected the sanctity 
of innocent human life before, as 
well as after, birth, and he stated 
that this was his intent [emphasis 
ours]." 

Dr. Gerster says that on January 
19, after she informed the 51-member 
board of directors of the NRTL Polit­
ical Action Committee of her meeting 
with Reagan, the board voted to en­
dorse his candidacy. 

A Personal 
Note 

Also in January 1980, the Family 
Life League of River Forest, Ill., 
sent a questionnaire to candidate 
Ronald Reagan. One of the ques­
tions read: "If elected President, will 
you appoint a proportionate number 
of qualified pro-life and pro-family 
citizens to serve in positions of lead-
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ership?" In a handwritten note to 
Joan Solms, director of the League, 
Reagan replied, in part: 

"I would as President seek people 
of the philosophy and belief of those 
associated with the Family Life 
League for such appointments as I 
could make. I am greatly concerned 
about the erosion that has taken place 
in the importance of the family unit 
in recent years and believe govern­
ment has a responsibility to reverse 
this trend." 

In a statement on July 7, the Fam­
ily Life League denounced the ap­
pointment of Sandra O'Connor to 
the Supreme Court as "a betrayal of 
the thousands of pro-life people, par­
ticularly the Democrats who worked 
for Ronald Reagan's election .... " 

The GOP 
Platform 

The 1980 Republican Party platform 
promises: "We will work for the ap­
pointment of judges at all levels of 
the judiciary who respect traditional 
family values and the sanctity of 
innocent human life." 

On September 21, 1980, in a debate 
with John B. Anderson, when he was 
challenged on this "litmus test for the 
selection of judges," as Anderson put 
it, candidate Reagan replied: "Now, 
I don't think that's a bad idea. I think 
all of us should have a respect for 
innocent life." 

On November 5, 1980, in his first 
press conference as President-elect, 
Reagan was asked if he still felt 
"totally wedded" to the GOP plat­
form. He said: 

"I am-I ran on the platform; the 
people voted for me on the platform. 
I do believe in that platform, and I 
think it would be very cynical and 
callous of me now to suggest that I 
am going to turn away from it. Evi­
dently, those people who voted for 
me of the other party or of inde­
pendents [sic] must have agreed with 
the platform also.'' 

Abortion 
On January 31, 1980, candidate Rea­
gan declared, in a policy statement: 
"The January 22, 1973, Supreme 
Court decision which overruled the 
historic role of the states in legislat­
ing in the areas concerning abortion 
took away virtually every protection 
previously accorded the unborn . 
Later decisions have intruded into the 
family structure through their denial 
of the parents' obligations and right 
to guide their minor children. I sup­
port enactment of a constitutional 
amendment to restore protection of 
the unborn's right to life." 

Comment: On July 15, 1981, Judge 
O'Connor met for 40 minutes with 
Sen. Charles Mathias (R-Md.). Para­
phrasing what Senator Mathias says 
O'Connor said, an Associated Press 
story reports "that whatever her per­
sonal views, she believes Supreme 
Court justices should follow existing 
high court rulings-including one 
that legalized abortion [emphasis 
ours]." 

Furthermore, as regards parental 
rights, in 1973 , Mrs. O'Connor, as a 
state legislator, cosponsored a so­
called family planning bill which 
would have allowed, among other 
things, abortions for minors without 
the consent of their parents or guard­
ians . 

Family 
On October 1, 1980, candidate Rea­
gan announced the formation of the 
Family Policy Advisory Board. He 
declared: "In the last few years we 
have witnessed an extremely disturb­
ing decline in the strength of fam­
ilies and the values traditionally asso­
ciated with families .... We also need 
to address the issue of protection of 
life and the rights of the born and un­
born .... The next President must re­
verse the trend established and pro­
vide leadership in support of those 
who are working to strengthen the 
family and our neighborhoods." 
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Uniting all citizens who believe that it is vital that President Reagan appoint pro-life supreme 
court justices. 

While serving in the Arizona State Senate, Judge Sandra O'Connor voted four times for 
pro-abortion legislation. 

Voice your concern to President Reagan that he should keep his election promise to appoint 
judges who respect the sanctity of human life. 

~ ~ ~ 
And 

Richard Hogue Ministries The Moral Majority 
National Right to Life Committee The Committee for the Survival of a Free 
Christian Women National Concerns Congress 
National Pro-Life Political Action Intercessors for America 

Committee James Robison Evangelistic Association 
March For Life Conservative Caucus 
Criswell Center for Biblical Studies Evangelism Explosion 
The Black Silent Majority The Viguerie Company 

Association of Southern Baptist Evangelists 

!Tnoire ;!/{){// $ 

The Dallas Convention Center 
650 S. Griffin 
Dallas, Texas 

On 
September 3, 1981 

Between 7:00 P.M. and 10:30 P.M. 

Dr. Jerry Falwell-President, The Moral Majority 
Mr. James Robjlson-President, James Robison Evangelistic Association 
Mr. Howard Phillips-National Director, The Conservative Caucus 
Mr. Paul Weyrich-Executive Director, The Committee tor the Survival of a Free Congress 
Dr. Mildred Jefferson-President, Right To Life Crusades 
Mrs. Phyllis Schlafly-President, Eagle Forum 
Dr. Tim LaHaye-President, Family Life Seminars 
Father Charles Fiore-Chairman, National Pro-Life Political Action Committee 
Dr. E. V. Hill-Pastor, Mt. Zion Baptist Church, Watts, CA. 
Dr. J. C. Willke-President, National Right To Life Committee 
Dr. Carolyn Gerster-Past President, National Right To Life Committee 

Your attendance will be an important part of the success of this event. 
For information and reservations call today: 214-699-1099 
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The Sandra O'Connor Record 

Allorney General Smith: As far as we know, 
she has not modified her views. We have been 
satisfied that they have been consistent and 
that her record in this respect is satisfactory 
to the President.-Attorney General William 
French Smith in a news conference at the 
White House, July 7, 1981. 

The record of Sandra Day O'Connor when she was a 
state senator in the Arizona legislature in the early 
1970s is relevant for the reason stated here by the 
Attorney General-that\is, because her views since 
then have not been modified. They have not been 
repudiated. 

The following information is from news accounts, 
sources CD considers reliable and research con­
ducted by Bill Billings, executive director of the 
National Christian Action Coalition, who spent 
several days in Arizona. 

1970-For Abortion­
On-De-mand 

On April 29, 1970, Mrs. O'Connor voted in the 
Senate Judiciary Committee to report an abortion­
on-demand bill (H.B. 20) for Senate consideration. 
On April 30, 1970, Mrs. O'Connor, as a member of 
the Republican Majority Caucus, voted to send this 
bill to the Senate floor. In a minority report, Repub­
lican Sen. Dan Halacy strongly opposed H.B. 20, 
declaring that it would "increase the amount of 
abortions in this state, many of which will be acts 
of murder and most of which will not even be 
therapeutic with respect to the mother." H.B. 20 
died in the Senate Rules Committee. 

1970-Against Tuition 
Tax Credits 

In a 1970 profile piece in Phoenix magazine, Mrs. 
O'Connor is described as "almost alone in the Ari­
zona Senate in opposing publicly state aid to private 
schools." Such aid would be "clearly unconstitu­
tional," she is quoted as saying. 

1972-For ERA 
The March 24, 1972, Phoenix Gazelle reports that 

"Arizona joined other states taking prompt action 
on the proposed Equal Rights Amendment to the 
U.S. Constitution yesterday when Sen. Sandra 
O'Connor rose unexpectedly in the upper chamber 
and urged colleagues to pick up a dawdling pace 
and approve the measure." The Gazette says that 
Mrs. O'Connor called the ERA "an historic step in 
a tradition of women's liberation that commenced 
in the 19th century." The paper adds that she 
"lightly anticipated a day five years hence when U.S. 
women would sit around a bridge table complaining 
about alimony they had to pay their husbands." 

1973-For Abortion For 
Minors Without 

Parental Consent 
Mrs. O'Connor cosponsored S.B. 1190, intro­

duced on February 8, 1973, which states that it is 
"desirable" for persons needing "family planning 
information and methods" to have access to these 
things "without inhibitions or restrictions." S.B. 
1190 further states that "all medically acceptable" 
family planning methods and information shall be 
available to "any person" in the state who requests 
such service or information, regardless of, among 
other things, that person's "age." 

S.B. 1 t'90 says that a physician may furnish fam­
ily planning services to a minor who in the judgment 
of the physician is "in special need of and requests 
such services," and "the consent of the parent, par­
ents or legal guardian of the minor is not necessary 
to authorize such family planning service." 

In February of 1973-the month following the 
Supreme Court's legalization of abortion on de­
mand-abortion was a "medically acceptable" fam­
ily planning method. On March 5, 1973, in a lead 
editorial, the Arizona Republic said of S. B. 1190: 

"Why indeed, is this bill proposed? The bill ap­
pears gratuitous-unless energetic state promotion 
of abortion is the eventual goal." 

S.B. 1190 died in the Senate Rules Committee. 
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1973-ln Favor Of 
No-Fault Divorce 

In 1973, Mrs. O'Connor supported H .B. 1107, a 
bill provid ing for "no-fault" divorce. State Sen­
ator John Roeder said of this bill: "This is a soft 
solution apparently produced by a soft society. It 
does not make people take into account the overcom­
ing of hard obstacles that leads to a strong social 
fabric, and it is a strong social fab ric that has built 
this country .'' 

1974-Against Human Life 
Constitutional 
Amendment 

O n Apri l 23, 1974, Mrs . O'Connor voted against a 
House-approved right-to-life memorial which called 
on the U.S. Congress to extend constitutional pro­
tection to the life of the unborn by prohibiting 
abortion. The bill, HCM 2002, allowed an excep­
tion when a pregnancy resulted from rape, incest or 
other criminal action. 

197 4-Against Abortion 
Prohibition At State 
University Hospital 

In May of 1974, Mrs. O'Connor voted against an 
appropriations bill empowering the University of 
Arizona to issue bonds to expand existing sports 
facilities. She opposed this measure because an 
amendment had been added to it prohibiting the 
performing of abortions at any educational faci lity 
under the jurisdiction of the Arizona Board o f Re­
gents. In Mrs. O 'Connor's view, this anti-abortion 
rider was not germane to the main bill, and thus un­
constitutional under Arizona law. 

The appropriations bill, as amended , passed the 
Arizona legislature, was signed into law a nd was 
upheld by the Arizona Supreme Court. 

1974-For Gutting 
Anti-Crime Bill 

In 1974, the State Senate considered a bi ll , H.B. 
2026, which would "require that every person con­
victed of armed burglary, armed robbery, or armed 
grand theft must serve the minimum sentence im­
posed on him in prison without eligibility for sus­
pension or commutation of sentence, probation, 
pardon, or parole." Mrs. O'Connor introduced an 
amendment to stri ke the words "in prison," thus, 
in effect, gutting the bill. 
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The O'Connor Record 
At A Glance 

•1970: Voted twice for an abortion-on-de­
mand bill. 

•l970: Said tuition tax credits are "clearly 
unconstitutional.'' 

•1972: Pressed for Senate action on the 
Equal Rights Amendment. 

•1973: Cosponsored so-called family plan:­
ning bill which would have allowed abor­
tions for minors without consent of parents 
or guardian. 

•1973: Supported "no-fault" divorce bill . 

•1974: Voted against measure urging Con­
gress to constitutionally protect life of the 
unborn. 

•1974: Voted against prohibiting abortions 
at a state university hospital. 

•1974: Voted to gut a tough anticrime bill. 

•1974: Sponsored a bill calling for statewide 
referendum on the Equal Rights Amend­
ment. 
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The Liberals Praise O'Connor 
Kennedy 

"Every American can take pride in 
the President's commitment to select 
such a woman for this critical of­
fice.'' -Sen. Edward Kennedy (D­
Mass.), quoted in Time magazine, 
July 20, 1981. 

Smeal 
"Judge Sandra Day O'Connor's ap­
pointment to the Supreme Court is a 
victory for the women's movement 
because of the unceasing pressure 
placed on the President for women's 
rights and particularly the Equal 
Rights Amendment.'' -Statement by 
Eleanor Smeal, president, National 
Organization for Women, July 7, 
1981. 

Tip O'Neill 
House Speaker Thomas P. O'Neill 
Jr. (D-Mass), who has been in a toe­
to-toe battle with Mr. Reagan on the 
budget and taxes, called a truce long 
enough to hail Judge O'Connor's 
nomination as "the best thing he's 
[Reagan] done since he was in­
augurated. "-Quoted in the New 
York Times, July 9, 1981. 

Metzenbaum 
"At this point, it looks like a good 
appointment.'' -Liberal Sen. Howard 
Metzenbaum (D-Ohio), ABC World 
News Tonight, July 7, 1981. 

Udall 
"My Democratic friends ought to be 
grateful for this appointment. It's 
almost inconceivable to me that they 
could do any better. "-Rep. Morris 
Udall (D-Ariz.), in the Washington 
Post, July 13, 1981. 
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ADA 
Americans for Democratic Action 
spokesman Stina Santiestevan said 
she was "thrilled" at the choice [of 
O'Connor] .. .. -Quoted in Human 
Events, July 18, 1981. 

( ,.. \ 

Sen. Kennedy 

Eleanor Smeal 

NOW 

"I'm surprised by President Rea­
gan's pick, because O'Connor is not 
as rightwing as I would have antici­
pated. Yes, in my judgment, O'Con­
nor is a feminist. In 1972, she was an 
active and vocal supporter of ERA. 

Newspapers here report that she was 
one of the strongest backers of ERA. 
And 1 assume she still supports it." 
-Kate McGee of Phoenix, Ariz., 
national board member of the Na­
tional Organization for Women, rep­
resenting the Southwest region, in 
CD interview, July 7, 1981. McGee 
says she knows "lots" about Judge 
O'Connor and has researched her 
record for the national NOW group. 

Moynihan 
"Judge O'Connor is a superb 
choice.'' -Sen. Daniel Moynihan, 
the pr~-abortion liberal Democrat 
from New York, Congressional 
Record, July 16, 1981. 

ACLU 
''From the standpoint of her not be­
ing a doctrinaire conservative, the 
President made a good selection."­
Louis Rhodes, director of the Ameri­
can Civil Liberties Union, quoted in 
the Philadephia Inquirer, July 8, 
1981. 

Kamisar 
"Give the devil his due; it was a pret­
ty good appointment. "-Michigan 
law professor Yale Kamisar, "a 
judicial liberal," quoted in Time 
magazine, July 20, 1981. 

Rowan 
" ... My male intuition says that Pres­
ident Reagan has made a choice that 
is good for the nation." -Veteran 
anti-Reaganite and superliberal 
columnist Carl Rowan, in the Wash­
ington Star, July 10, 1981. 

'Yellow Dog' 
Democrat 

"She won't be a rightwing ideo­
logue like Rehnquist. "-Self-de­
scribed "yellow dog Democrat" and 
Arizona lawyer John Frank, quoted 
in the Washington Post, July 8, 
1981. 
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Conservatives Criticize Choice 
Dr. Willke 

"I am shocked beyond belief at Pres­
ident Reagan's surprise nomination 
of pro-abortionist Sandra Day 
O'Connor to' the United States Su­
preme Court. I'm sure you are too. 
Her ascension to the high court would 
be the most devastating blow to the 
pro-life movement since the Supreme 
Court legalized abortion on demand 
in 1973 .. .. Mrs . O'Connor also 
claims to be 'personally opposed to 
abortion.' But you and I have heard 
those same words from politicians 
like Birch Bayh and Teddy Kennedy. 
Did their 'personal opposition' ever 
cause them to cast a pro-life vote? 
No ."-Jack Willke, MD, president 
of the National Right to Life Com­
mittee, in a July 15, 1981, Action­
Gram to Friends of the Unborn. 

Sen. Helms 
"The information that he [the Presi­
dent] has about the lady and the in­
formation that I have about the lady 
are not consistent, one to the other. 
He told me that she had not, to his 
knowledge, participated in the ERA 
issue, that she was strongly op­
posed, personally, to abortion."­
Sen. Jesse Helms (R-N.C.), on the 
CBS Evening News, after a meeting 
with President Reagan, July 7, 1981. 

Rev. Falwell 
"President Reagan's nomination of 
Judge Sandra O'Connor of Arizona 
to the Supreme Court is a mistake. 
Judge O'Connor's record indicates 
she is not an opponent of abortion 
on demand and is opposed to at­
tempts to curb this biological holo­
caust that has taken the lives of more 
than 10 million innocent babies 
since the 1973 Roe vs. Wade de­
cision by the Supreme Court that 
legalized abortion." -The Rev. 
Jerry Falwell, head of the Moral 
Majority, quoted in the New York 
Daily News, July 8, 1981. 
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Schlafly 
"Some of the people who are prais­
ing President Reagan's appointment 
of this judge are people who would 
never vote for him, who would never 
back his economic program and who 
are not his friends. And I hope he 
won't end up the way Jimmy Carter 
did-which is to find that he tried to 
curry favor with his enemies, but he 
lost out all the way around."­
Phyllis Schlafly, interviewed on the 
CBS Evening News, July 8, 1981. 

Sen. Helms 

Dr. Gerster 
"It was common knowledge she was 
phisosophically against us in the leg­
islature. It is unforgivable that the 
White House could ignore this."­
Dr. Carolyn Gerster, MD, of 
Phoenix, Ariz., former head of the 
National Right To Life Committee, 
quoted in the Washington Post, 
July 8, 1981. 

Nellie Gray 
"Please understand clearly that your 
proposed nomination of Judge San­
dra D. O'Connor to fill the vacant 
seat on the Supreme Court brings 

deep disappointment and anguish to 
all pro-life Americans .... Please do 
not nominate a candidate for the Su­
preme Court whose public voting 
record indicates that the new justice 
would cast a vote on the high bench 
to continue the slaughter of inno­
cent preborn human beings. P.S.: 
Pro-lifers find it offensive that we 
must picket the White House to bring 
your attention to this matter. We 
worked in the 1980 primary and gen­
eral elections so that the innocent 
preborn children would be protected 
by your administration."-Nellie 
Gray, president of March for Life, in 
a letter to President Reagan, July 14, 
1981. 

Human Events 
"President Reagan, for all his and 
his aides' assurances, is asking con­
servatives to rally behind a highly 
uncertain trumpet.. .. What is so dif­
ficult to comprehend, however, is 
why the administration, in making 
this weightiest of all appointments, 
selected a nominee of such murky 
ideological moorings. Under a Rea­
gan presidency, we expected to see a 
major transformation in the 
high court, a sea-change shift to the 
right. But that kind of alteration is 
not likely to come about with O'Con­
nor-type appointments. Conserva­
tives-no, the country-have a 
right to expect better. "-Human 
Events, July 18, 1981. 

Dr. Jefferson 
"This appointment is appalling."­
Dr. Mildred Jefferson, president, 
Right To Life Crusade. 

Karen Mills 
"We're going to fight the appoint­
ment all the way."-Karen Mills, 
past president of Arizonans for Life, 
quoted in the National Catholic 
Register, July 19, 1981. 

(Continued on next page) 
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Conservatives Criticize O'Connor 
Robison 

"Any report concerning the appoint­
ment of Sandra O'Connor which 
appears to imply that I have en­
dorsed her is a gross misrepresenta­
tion .... All evidence indicates that 
she stood for pro-abortion and that 
she was pro-ERA. This gave our or­
ganization and all pro-family inter­
ests cause for grave concern .... I have 
total confidence in the pro-family 
interest groups. If they are con­
vinced that Sandra O'Connor would 
not be the best choice, then I would 
certainly stand with those people who 
have a consistent record of concern 
for the family." -Excerpt from a 
clarification statement by James 
Robison, James Robison Evangelistic 
Association. 

Rabbi Ginsberg 
"Because of Judge O'Connor's pro­
abortion record, it would be a 
tragedy for the cause of human 
rights for unborn children to have 
this appointment confirmed.'' -
Rabbi Hersh M. Ginsberg, director, 
Union of Orthodox Rabbis of the 
U.S. and Canada. 

Moral Majority 
"The President has made a truly 
major mistake and we intend to point 
this out with all the means at our dis­
posal. We consider it [the O'Connor 
appointment] the single most disap­
pointing act since this administration 
came into office."-Dr. Ron God­
win, vice president and chief operat­
ing officer of the Moral Majority, 
quoted in the Baltimore Sun, July 8, 
1981. 

Phillips 
"The nomination of a pro-abortion 
feminist to the court is a major blow 
to the political alliance of social and 
economic conservatives which began 
to emerge in 1977 and which con­
tributed significantly to Ronald Rea-
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gan's 1980 primary victories as well 
as legislative turnovers in 1978 and 
1980. Right-to-life supporters are 
not partisan Republicans. For them, 
protecting innocent unborn children 
is the overriding issue. 

- Howard Phillips, 
national director, The Conservative 
Caucus, July 9, 1981. 

Fran Watson 
'' When Ronald Reagan understands 
that he will lose the support [in 
1984), then maybe the next judges he 
appoints will respect the right to life 
of the unborn child. But to ac­
complish this, the leaders of the 
Right-to-Life movement must seri­
ously consider establishing an inde­
pendent political base of support. As 
long as a pragmatic politician like 
Ronald Reagan believes we have no­
where e.lse to go, he will continue to 
give right-to-life rhetoric and pro­
abortionists actions. "-Fran Wat­
son, state committeewoman, New 
York Right-to-Life Party. 

Paul Brown 
"Shock and outrage would be a timid 
expression of our reaction to the 
O'Connor nomination. We consider 
this a total and complete sellout of 
the Republican platform. "-Paul 
Brown, director, Life Amendment 
Political Action Committee, quoted 
in the Baltimore Sun, July 9, 1981. 

Fr. Fiore 
"Apparently, Reagan has forgotten 
that it was the disaffected Democrats 
and independent ethnic, blue-collar 
Catholic and evangelical-funda­
mentalist Protestants who helped 
build what appeared to be the be­
ginning of a new majority in the 1980 
elections .... It is this very constitu­
ency that is now outraged at the 
O'Connor nomination.''-Father 
Charles Fiore, president, National 
Pro-Life Political Action Commit­
tee, quoted in the Wanderer news­
paper, July 16, 1981. 

Judie Brown 
"We are appalled at the obvious fact 
that President Reagan was extremely 
ill-advised by members of his own 
staff in the final selection of Sandra 
Day O'Connor as his choice for next 
justice of the Supreme Court.. . . We 
are prepared to do all within our 
power to see to it that this nomina­
tion is stopped, because we firmly 
believe that her record as a state 
senator will ultimately be reflected in 
her opinions on the issue of abor­
tion once she is seated on the court.'' 
-Mrs. Judie Brown, president, 
American Life Lobby, July 9, 1981. 

Fran Chiles 
"As a member of the social issues 
subcommittee of the 1980 Republi­
can platform committee, I strongly 
oppose th~ appointment of Sandra 
O'Connor to the U.S. Supreme 
Court. Her record on issues such as 
ERA, abortion on demand and others 
does not live up to the platform. I 
am deeply concerned about this mat­
ter." -Fran Chiles, Republican na­
tional committeewoman from Texas. 

Randy Engel 
"The U.S. Supreme Court doesn't 
need another antilife millstone 
around its neck in the form of 
Sandra O'Connor, especially with 
two of abortion's handmaidens­
infanticide and euthanasia-knock­
ing at America's judicial door."­
Randy Engel, national director, U.S. 
Coalition for Life. 

Weyrich 
"Perhaps most disturbing to those of 
us who have been in the conserva­
tive trenches for many years has been 
the attitude of some of the Presi­
dent's closest advisers. On the even­
ing news the day of the O'Connor 
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Nomination To Supreme Court 
nomination, a 'high White House 
official' was reported as saying the 
nomination would give the President 
a chance to separate himself from 
the 'rightwing nuts.' The organiza­
tions now being undermined by some 
of Reagan's aides were working their 
hearts out for Reagan in 1976 and 
1980 when some of the President's 
current aides were working against 
him. Many of the grass-roots con­
servatives so blithely dismissed by 
White House aides supported Ronald 
Reagan when he was being called a 
'rightwing nut.' 

"The handling of the O'Connor 
nomination has harmed the conserva­
tive coalition which elected Ronald 
Reagan and a Republican Senate in 
1980. And that political reality has 
implications for the 1982 congres­
sional elections. "-Paul Weyrich, 
director, Committee for the Survival 
of a Free Congress, writing in The 
Review of the News, July 29, 1981. 

Billings 
"Based on information we have re­
ceived to date, we will oppose the 
nomination of Judge· O'Connor. We 
believe that President Reagan has 
been misled concerning her activism 
on social issues such as abortion and 
the proposed Equal Rights Amend­
ment." -William Billings, acting 
president, National Christian Action 
Coalition, July 9, 1981. 

Pro-Life PAC 
Peter B. Gemma Jr., executive di­
rector of the National Pro-Life Po­
litical Action Committee, said today 
that the nomination of Sandra 
O'Connor to the Supreme Court is 
a "slap in the face to all pro-lifers." 
He says: "Every senator should be 
aware of the fact that our future 
support will be tempered by this con­
firmation vote. We want to send a 
message to the Senate and to the 
White House that Right-to-Life 
support qmnot be taken for grant­
ed." -Press release, July 8, 1981. 
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Evangelicals 
Robert Dugan, director of public af­
fairs for the National Association of 
Evangelicals, applauded Reagan's 
appointment of a woman to the 
court. ... But he expressed "deep mis­
givings about Judge O'Connor's 
views on abortion."-The Washing­
ton Post, July 17, 1981. 

Trueman 
"I regret that because of Judge 
O'Connor's apparent position on the 
issue of abortion, which seems simi­
lar to Justice Potter Stewart's whom 
she replaces, we cannot expect a posi­
tive change from the high court on 
life-related matters. However, I hope 
and believe that the political furor 
raised by Right-to-Life as a result of 
this unfortunate appointment will in­
fluence the President to be more sen­
sitive to the abortion issue so that he 
will, in the future, appoint judges 
who respect innocent human life to 
the Supreme Court and throughout 
the federal system. "-Patrick True­
man, general counsel/executive di­
rector, Americans United for Life. 

Sen. Jepsen 
"The President has consistently stated 
his strong support for the rights of 
the unborn, both in his active in­
volvement in drafting the Republican 
platform and his most recent sup­
port for the Hyde language in the 
continuing appropriations resolu­
tion. Therefore, I am puzzled by 
the nomination of a person who ap­
parently does not reflect that com­
mitment." -Sen. Roger Jepsen (R­
Iowa), quoted in Human Events, 
July 18, 1981. 

Christian Voice 
"We are extremely concerned over 
the nomination of Judge O'Connor. 
Her past positions on the abortion 
issue indicate that she does not meet 
the requirements of the Republican 
Party platform or the campaign 

promises of President Reagan to 
appoint a pro-life justice .... We are 
sick and tired of hearing from people 
who say they are personally opposed 
to abortion but continue to act to 
the contrary. Judge O'Connor must 
make it crystal clear that as a Su­
preme Court justice, she would make 
every possible effort to protect the 
life of the unborn. "-Rev. Robert 
Grant, chairman, Christian Voice, 
July 15, 1981. 

Connie Marshner 
"I hope Sandra O'Connor is not 
what she appears to be right now. If 
this nomination is what it appears to 
be, then by nominating her, the ad­
ministration has said to the pro­
family movement: 'Goodbye. We 
don't need you. We don't care about 
you.' In the campaign last fall, mil­
lions of lifelong Democrats voted for 
Reagan because he offered a clear al­
ternative on the abortion issue. If 
Sandra O'Connor supports the Roe 
vs. Wade decision, Reagan will have 
turned his back on his most enthusi­
astic supporters. "-Connie Marsh­
ner, chairman, National Pro-Family 
Coalition, legislative director, CSFC, 
Inc., and editor, Family Protection 
Report. 

Prof. Witherspoon 
"All persons who are genuinely com­
mitted to restoring legal protection 
for the lives of unborn children un­
der our Constitution should vigor­
ously oppose the nomination of 
Judge Sandra Day O'Connor. 

-University of Texas law 
professor Joseph Witherspoon, writ­
ing in the National Right To Life 
News. 

"I don't think there's any prob­
lem. "-Presidential counselor 
Edwin Meese III, quoted in the 
Washington Post, July 9, 1981. 
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The Kenneth Starr Memorandum---

According to White House press spokesman David Gergen, the information in the following memo was asked for 
and received after President Reagan decided to nominate Judge O'Connor and after he told her of his choice. 
Question: If the President was fully infonned about Judge O'Connor's record, why was this information being re­
quested after the fact of her being chosen? 

®ffirr nf tl!P MtnntPR OSrnPral 
Bhudyingtnn, Jl. Ql. 2ns3n 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

FROM: KENNETH W. STARR 
COUNSELOR TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

July 7, 1981 

On Monday, July 6, 1981, I spoke by phone on two occasions with Judge O'Connor. She provided the 
following information with respect to her public record on family-related issues: 

-As a trial and appellate judge, she has not had'occasion to rule on any issue relating to abortion. 
-Contrary to media reports, she has never attended or spoken at a women's rights conference on 

abortion. 
-She was involved in the following legislative initiatives as a state senator in Arizona: 

-In 1973, she requested the preparation of a bill, which was subsequently enacted, which gave the 
right to hospitals, physicians and medical personnel not to participate in abortions if the institution or 
individual chose not to do so. The measure, Senate Bill 1133, was passed in 1973. 

-In 1973, she was a cosponsor (along with 10 other senators) of a bill that would permit state 
agencies to participate in "family planning" activities-and to disseminate information with respect to 
family planning. The bill made no express mention of abortion and was not viewed by then-Senator 
O'Connor as an abortion measure. The bill died in committee. She recalls no controversy with respect(!) 
to the bill and is unaware of any hearings on the proposed measure. 

-In 1974, Senate Bill 1245 was passed by the Senate. Supported by Senator O'Connor, the bill as 
passed would have permitted the University of Arizona to issue bonds to expand existing sports facili­
ties. In the House, an amendment was added providing that no abortions could be performed at any 
educational facility under the jurisdiction of the Arizona Board of Regents. Upon the measure's re­
turn from the House, Senator O'Connor voted against the bill as amended, on the ground that the 
Arizona Constitution forbade enactment of legislation treating unrelated subject matters. In her view, 

® the anti-abortion rider was unrelated to the primary purpose of the bill, namely empowering the uni­
versity to issue bonds to expand sports fac1hties. Her reasons for so voting are nowhere stated on the 
record. 

-In 1970, House Bill 20 was considered by the Senate committee on which Senator O'Connor then 
served. As passed by the House, the bill would have repealed Arizona's then-extant criminal prohibi­
tions against abortion. The committee majority voted in favor of this pre-Roe vs. Wade measure; a 
minority on the committee voted against it. There is no record of how Senator O'Connor voted, and fa\ 
she indicated that she has no recoll_ection of how she voted. (One senator voting against the measure '-V 
did have his vote recorded.) 
Judge O'Connor further indicated, in response to my questions, that she had never been a leader or 

outspoken advocate on behalf of either pro-life or abortion-rights organizations. She knows well the 
Arizona leader of the Right-to-Life movement, a prominent female physician in Phoenix, and has never 

© had any disputes or controversies with her. 
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And The Important Data It· Omitted 

Point One: The bill in question does 
not make any "express mention" of 
abortion. It also does not expressly 
forbid abortions . 

As regards Mrs. O'Connor's view 
that the bill was not an abortion 
measure, her recollection that it was 
not controversial and her lack of 
awareness of any hearings, the record 
indicates otherwise. 

As we point out on page 6, the 
so-called "family planning" bill in 
question does seem to include abor­
tion as a "medically acceptable" 
family planning method. Certainly 
there were those who thought it did 
and this is why the bill was viewed 
as controversial. 

On March 5, 1973, in a lead edi­
torial in the Arizona Republic (Mrs. 
O'Connor's hometown paper)­
headlined "Dangers of Vague Bill" 
-the paper noted that the "most im­
portant question" about the legisla­
tion had been raised by State Senator 
John Roeder, who feared that the 
vague reference to "all medically ac­
ceptable family planning methods" 
could positively put the state into the 
business of encouraging abortions. 

Roeder's fears are particularly in­
teresting because in 1970 he spon­
sored a bill which would have legal­
ized abortion-on-demand in Arizona. 
Mrs. O'Connor voted for this bill 
twice, according to news accounts. 

The Republic editorial pointed out 
that rather than inhibit abortion, as 
some "unwise" supporters of the 
family planning bill contended, the 
bill "might make it more wide­
spread." The paper's editorial con­
cluded: 

"Why, indeed, is this bill pro­
posed? The state certainly has no 
policy of discouraging contracep­
tion. The bill appears gratuitous-un­
less energetic state promotion of 
abortion is the eventual goal." 

Furthermore, hearings were held 
on the family planning bill. The 
minutes of one such meeting report a 
Senator Runyan as having "a moral 
problem" with the bill because it 
''was one more step in breaking down 
the family unit and he could not see 
taking control of minors away from 
the parents .'' 
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Mrs. O'Connor's amnesia on this 
specific piece of legislation seems a 
little too convenient-especially for a 
person described by Time magazine 
as having a "legendary" devotion to 
detail. Time says Mrs. O'Connor 
once offered an amendment to a bill 
"merely to insert a missing, but im­
portant, comma." 

In an interview with CD, when 
asked about Mrs. O'Connor's co­
sponsorship of the family planning 
bill, presidential counselor Edwin 
Meese stated flatly that this legisla­
tion "had nothing to do with abor­
tion." Had he read the bill? "No," 
said Meese, "but that 's my under­
standing." Why wasn' t the bill read? 
"We didn ' t have it," Meese says. 

Point Two: This may indeed have 
been Mrs. O'Connor's view. But, if 
so, it was distinctly in the minority. 
The legislation, as amended, passed 
the legislature, was signed into law 
and was upheld by the Arizona Su­
preme Court. It is difficult to believe 
that all of these things would have 
occurred if the anti-abortion rider 
had been unconstitutional. 

Point Three: Not true. In an article 
by Howard E. Boice Jr., in the April 
30, 1970, Arizona Republic, Sandra 
O'Connor is reported to be one of 
six Judiciary Committee members to 

vote for H.B. 20-described as a 
bill which "would remove all legal 
sanctions against abortions per­
formed by licensed physicians.'' 

Point Four: Again, not true. The 
individual mentioned here is Dr. 
Carolyn Gerster, the ex-president of 
the National Right To Life Com­
mittee. She says, of her relationship 
with Mrs. O'Connor: "Quite apart 
from our social contact, we were in 
an adversary position during 1973 
and 1974 due to Senator O'Connor's 
position on abortion-related legisla­
tion while she served as majority 
leader.'' ' 

In an interview with CD, Kenneth 
Starr says "no," he did not make any 
attempt to check with Dr. Gerster as 
regards her dealings with Mrs. 
O'Connor. Starr refuses to comment 
on why he made no such check, say­
ing only that he is "glad to have the 
benefit of the observation" that the 
two women were at odds over abor­
tion. 

Point Five: The Starr memo makes 
no mention at all of Mrs. O'Con­
nor's April 23, 1974, -vote against a 
House-approved right-to-life memor­
ial which called on the U.S. Con­
gress to constitutionally protect the 
lives of the unborn. 

A Continuing Mystery About Mrs. O'Connor 
Is: Who First Suggested Her As Nominee? 

One of the continuing mysteries about the nomination of Judge O'Connor 
to the Supreme Court is: Who first suggested her as a possible justice? 

On July 7, at a White House news briefing, Attorney General William 
French Smith declared: "Well, I don't think it would be appropriate for me 
to discuss that aspect of it.'' 

On the same day, at the daily White House briefing, presidential spokes­
man Larry Speakes said: "I do not know." 

The July 9 Washington Star quotes Attorney General Smith as saying: 
"I can't even remember who first recommended her last March, but Mrs. 
O'Connor's name was on the original list and it kept turning up over and 
over again throughout the whole process.'' 

On July 10, in an article in the Baltimore Sun, reporter Curt Matthews 
wrote: "No one can now remember who first suggested she be included" 
[on the long list of potential nominees]. 

And in its news columns, on July 20, Newsweek magazine said: "Ex­
actly how she got there [on the list of nominees] is not clear .... '' 
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The following column appeared in the Washington Post of July 10, 1981. 

By Rowland Evans And Robert Novak 

Why Did He Choose Her? 
A hurriedly prepared, error-filled 

memo by a young Justice Department 
lawyer convinced President Reagan to gu 
through with nominating Judge Sandra 
O'Connor to the Supreme Court, even at 
grave political risk. 

The memo softened O'Connor's pro­
abortion record that has stunned Moral 
Majority elements in Reagan's coalition. 
That the president accepted it at face 
value broadened suspicions that his nar­
row flow of information subjects him to 
staff manipulation. 

Even so, if the president took seriously 
the Moral Majority and its issues, he 
would have found it difficult to pick 
O'Connor. Thus, fundamentalists who 
turned on Jimmy Carter after they f~lt 
deceived by him may feel the same way 
about Ronald Reagan. 

O'Connor surely will be confirmed. 
But important conservative Republicans 
in Congress, while keeping mum public­
ly, grumble privately that the president 
has lost control of his own administra­
tion to moderate forces in general and 
chief of staff James Baker III in particu­
lar. 

The remarkable fact is that Reagan 
was unaware that the right-to-life move­
ment found O'Connor totally unaccept­
able until her probable nomination 
leaked out just before the Fourth of July 
weekend. The resulting avalanche of op­
position then gave the president serious 
pause. 

For example, Trudy Camping, one of 
O'Connor's former state Senate col­
leagues, sent the White House a decade­
old stack of clippings about O'Connor. 
They revealed a moderate social liberal 
supporting the Equal Rights Amend­
ment for women, advocating free choice 
on abortion and urging caution in re­
stricting pornography. 

On Monday, July 6, the president tele­
phoned Attorney General William 
French Smith, who had given Reagan 
the Justice Department's O'Connor 
recommendation. Reagan wanted a 
quick check on this abortion business. 
Smith turned the task over to his young 
counselor, Kenneth W. Starr, who tele­
phoned O'Connor herself. 

The next day, Starr handed Smith a 
two and one-half page memo giving 
O'Connor a clean bill of health on abor­
tion by using legal gymnastics to explain 
her Arizona legislative record. While 
Starr's memo said O'Connor "has no 
recollection" of how she voted on a 1970 
bill to legalize abortion, in fact she was a 
co-sponsor of the measure and voted for 
it as it was defeated 6-to-3 in committee. 

"Judge O'Connor further indicated, in 
response to my questions," Start con­
cluded his memo, "that she had never 
been a leader or outspoken advocate on 
behalf of either pro-life or abortion­
rights organizations. She knows well the 
Arizona leader of the right-to-life move­
ment, a prominent female physician in 
Phoenix, and has never had any disputes 
or controversies with her." 

Starr did not bother to check with 
that "prominent female physician"-

''The more plausible 
reason is that Reagan 
shares the view that the 
Moral Majority is not 
vital to his political 
coalition. " 

Dr. Carolyn Gerster, a national anti­
abortion activist. If he had, the attorney 
general's man would have gotten an ear­
ful. Gerster told us "I had an adversary 
position with Sandra O'Connor" in the 
1970s when the Supreme Court nominee 
was "one of the most powerful pro-abor­
tionists in the [Arizona] Senate." Gerster 
still harbors an 11-year-old grievance, 
claiming Senate Majority Leader O'Con­
nor broke her word by burying an anti­
abortion proposal in caucus. 

Based on Starr's memo, Smith reas­
sured Reagan that O'Connor offered no 
problems. Baker, David Gergen and 
other senior presidential aides said the 
same thing, contending only right-wing 

Friday, July 10, /98/ 

kooks were making a fuss. Reagan 
agreed, telephoning prominent anti­
abortion Republicans to reassure them 
that "she's all right." 

Eager to announce the nomination be­
fore opposition could build, nobody at 
the White House bothered to probe 
O'Connor's record. But right-wingers 
will bother, not in realistic hope of 
blocking her nomination, but to deter 
Reagan from similar choices for future 
court vacancies. 

No matter how pure future Reagan 
justices are, however, innocence has de­
parted for right-to-life activists. Dr. Ger­
ster cannot forget a 45-minute meeting 
with Reagan in Rye, N.Y., on Jan. 17, 
1980, in which candidate Reagan prom­
ised her that his first appointment to the 
court would share their anti-abortion 
views. She chooses to believe that the 
president has been misled by advisers. 

But the more plausible explanation is 
that Reagan shares the view of Jim 
Baker and his other aides that the Moral 
Majority is not vital to his political coali­
tion. He has given that signal by ignoring 
its sensibilities in selecting Sandra 
O'Connor. 

© 1981, Field Enterprises, Inc. 
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Petition to Your United States Senators 
WHEREAS we strongly agree with the Republican WHEREAS Judge Sandra O'Connor has said that 

platform which states that we will work to appoint she will "apply existing precedent" on abortion mat­
judges "at all levels of the judiciary who respect ters, which would mean upholding the Roe vs. Wade 
traditional family values and the sanctity of innocent decision, which in effect legalized abortion; 
life;" 

WHEREAS Judge Sandra O'Connor is on record as 
voting four times in favor of legislation providing for 
abortion-on-demand while serving in the Arizona leg­
islature; 

Name 

Address 

City, state, zip 

Name 

Address 

City, state, zip 

Name 

Address 

City, state, zip 

Name 

Address 

NOW THEREFORE we, the undersigned, residing 
in your home state, are relying on your consistent sup­
port for the "sanctity of innocent human life" and 
urge you to use your influence to defeat the nomina­
tion of Judge Sandra O'Connor. 

Name 

Address 

City, state, zip 

Name 

Address 

City, state, zip 

Name 

Address 

City, state, zip 

Name 

Address 

City, state, zip 

Please forward petitions to your senators that are listed below. This petition should be 
duplicated and distributed to your friends and others concerned with the O'Connor nomination. 

Al_so, please complete the postcards at the front of the magazine and mail them to your senators today. 

Alabama Connecticut Illinois Maine Missouri New Mexico Oregon Utah 
Howell Heflin Lowell Weicker Charles Percy William Cohen Thomas Eagleton Pete Domenici Mark Hatfield Jake Garn 
Jeremiah Denton Christopher Dodd Alan Dixon George Mitchell John Danforth Harrison Schmitt Bob Packwood Orrin Hatch 

Alaska Pennsylvania Vermont 
Delaware Indiana Maryland Montana New York John Heinz Robert Stafford 

Ted Stevens William Roth Richard Lugar Charles Mathias John Melcher Daniel Patrick Moynihan A rlen Specter Patrick Leahy 
Frank Murkowski Joseph Biden Dan Quayle Paul Sarbanes Max Baucus Alfonse D' Amato RhodeJsland Virginia 
Arizona Florida Iowa Massachusetts Nebraska Claiborne Pell Harry Byrd 
Barry Goldwater Roger Jepsen Edward Kennedy Edward Zorinsky 

North Carolina John Chafee John Warner Lawton Chiles Jesse Helms Dennis DeConcini Paula Hawkins Charles Grassley Paul Tsongas James Exon 
John East South Carolina Washington 

Strom Thurmond Henry Jackson 
Arkansas Georgia Kansas Michigan Nevada North Dakota Ernest Hollings Slade Gorton 
Dale Bumpers Sam Nunn Robert Dole Donald Riegle Howard Cannon Quentin Burdick South Dakota West Virginia David Pryor Mack Mattingly Nancy Kassebaum Carl Lev-in Paul Laxalt Mark Andrews Larry Pressler Jennings Randolph 

California Hawaii Kentucky Minnesota New Hampshire James Abdnor Robert Byrd 
Ohio 

Alan Cranston Daniel Inouye Walter Huddleston David Durenberger Gordon Humphrey John Glenn Tennessee Wisconsin 
S.I . Hayakawa Spark Matsunaga Wendell Ford Rudy Boschwitz Warren Rudman Howard Metzenbaum Howard Baker William Proxmire 

Jim Sasser Robert Kasten 
Colorado Idaho Louisiana Mississippi New Jersey Oklahoma Texas Wyoming 
William Armstrong James McClure Russell Long John Stennis Harrison Williams David Boren John Tower Malcolm Wallop 
Gary Hart Steven Symms Bennett Johnston Thad Cochran Bill Bradley Don Nickles Lloyd Bentsen Alan Simpson 



Interviews With Meese, Others Make Clear 
President Uninformed On O'Connor Record 

Another Senior Aide Says Human Ute Amendment 
One Of Many Subjects Nominee Not Asked About 

In a speech in Chicago the day he 
announced his intention to nominate 
Sandra Day O'Connor to the Su­
preme Court, President Reagan said 
that he had done this after "examin­
ing her whole record in public life." 
But, there is compelling evidence that 
there is important information about 
Mrs. O'Connor which the Presi­
dent did not know. The following 
data was revealed in CD interviews 
with: presidential counselor Edwin 
Meese; a senior presidential aide who 
requested anonymity; counselor to 
the Attorney General Kenneth 
Starr; and Tom DeCair, director of 
public information for the Justice 
Department. 

•Meese says the text of the 1970 
abortion-on-demand bill voted for by 
Mrs. O'Connor was " not seen" by 
the President. This bill appears to 
have been, he says, "a therapeutic 
abortion act and a lot of legislators, 
even Ronald Reagan as governor, did 
that at the time without it being ap­
parent what problem it was." 

This is not correct. The bill Mrs . 
O'Connor supported was a radical 
departure from the restrictive abor­
tion laws in effect in most states in 
1970. 

•Meese says the 1973 family plan­
ning bill supported by Mrs. O'Con­
nor " had nothing to do with abor­
tion." He says "no," he never saw 
this bill and it wasn't read "because 
we didn't have it." 

•Meese says "yeah," Mrs. O'Con­
nor was asked her views on the Su­
preme Court's 1973 Roe vs . Wade 
decision legalizing abortion on de­
mand. Did she say it was good or 
bad law? Meese: "Uh, I don ' t think 
she was asked in those terms ." White 
House press spokesman David Ger­
gen says Mrs . O'Connor was not 
asked about Roe vs. Wade. 

•Prior to her being chosen, or af­
ter, was Mrs. O'Connor asked if she 
favored any kind of legal protection 
for the unborn? Meese: "I think 
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there was a hesita tion to ask how she 
would rule on a particular case. I'm 
not sure she was asked in the form 
you put this question." 

Later in this interview, Meese says, 
when asked if he feels it is improper 
or injudicious to ask Mrs. O'Connor 

Reagan Pollster 
Says President 
Must Keep His 

Promises 
If President Reagan's nominee 
to the Supreme Court, Sandra 
O'Connor, is perceived as be­
ing pro-abortion, will this hurt 
Mr. Reagan with the coalition 
that elected him in 1980? 

When he is asked this question, 
the President's longtime friend 
and personal pollster, Richard 
Wirthlin, smiles. Leaving the 
clear implication that such a per­
ception would indeed damage the 
President with an important ele­
ment of his constituency, Wirth­
Jin says: 

" Ronald Reagan must be con­
sistent more than any other can­
didate I have ever worked with." 

Wirthlin adds that he's told 
Republican candidates that they 
cannot win on just economics 
alone. Among the other things he 
says must be addressed are the 
"social issues" -such things as 
abortion, forced busing and vol­
untary prayer in the schools. 

about her own past rulings or past 
rulings of the Supreme Court, "not 
particularly, no. I don't." 

•Meese says Mrs. O'Connor's 
views on abortion, the family and 
other social issues were "generally 
known" but they didn't affect the 

President's decision "because of her 
basic personal attitudes." 

•An anonymous senior aide says 
that it is "entirely possible" that the 
only negative information received 
about Mrs. O'Connor 's record sup­
porting legalized abortion was "sent 
in by the people concerned about 
these votes." 

•Like Meese, this senior aide was 
unsure about what the 1973 family 
planning bill allowed, saying that 
some people thought it authorized 
only the distribution of sex educa­
tion information. Did you see the 
text of this bill? Senior aide: " Oh 
no, we didn't. We didn't go back 
and dig up the actual piece of legis­
lation. The President didn't choose 
to do this. He could have but didn't.'' 

•Regarding Mrs. O'Connor's 
acknowledgement that in 1974 she 
voted against urging Congress to 
constitutionally protect the lives of 
the unborn, the question is asked: 
And this didn't bother the Presi­
dent? Senior aide: "Well, I suppose 
not, because they discussed it. " 

•Has Mrs. O'Connor said any­
thing indicating she favors any kind 
of legal protection for the unborn? 
Senior aide: "Not that I'm aware 
of." 

•Was Mrs. O'Connor asked if she 
shares the President's view that there 
should be a Human Life Amend­
ment to the Constitution? Senior 
aide: "No, she wasn't asked about 
specific issues at all on a whole range 
of subjects."(!) 

•Counselor to the Attorney Gener­
al Kenneth Starr says he made no ef­
fort to check out Mrs. O'Connor's 
statement that she never had any 
disputes or controversies with na­
tional pro-life leader Dr. Carolyn 
Gerster, who lives in Arizona. Why 
did he make no such effort? He re­
fuses to say . In fact, Dr. Gerster 
and Mrs. O'Connor had several dis­
agreements about abortion. 

•Starr says the record is "not all 
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Conservative Coalition Opposes O'Connor 

~~~~ 
~□~~ 

TWO DAYS AFTER PRESIDENT REAGAN announced his intention to nominate Sandra Day O'Connor, a coalition of grass­
roots conservative activists held a Capitol Hill press conference to express their concerns about this appointment. Endorsing 
this statement of concern were the following organizations: The Viguerie Company, The Conservative Caucus, National Pro­
Family Coalition, National Association of Evangelicals, Concerned Women for America, National Christian Action Coalition, 
National Pro-Life PAC, The Religious Roundtable, Moral Majority, Concerned Women for America-Maryland, The Wander­
er, Eagle Forum, American Life Lobby, Inc., Life Amendment PAC, United Families of America, Family Protection Lobby, 
National Association of Pro-America, Christian Family Renewal, United Families of Maryland, Committee for the Survival of 
a Free Congress. 

that clear" and "a bit murkier than 
some are suggesting" as regards Mrs. 
O'Connor' s. -l 970 vote for an abor­
tion-on-demand law. False. The April 
30, 1970, Arizona Republic reports 
that Mrs. O'Connor voted for this 
bill. 

•Would you say Mrs. O'Connor is 
anti-abortion and pro-life in the way 
the President and the 1980 GOP plat­
form are? Long pause. Starr: "I 
don't know if I can deal with that 
question on those terms." Starr de­
clines to use "shorthand" to describe 
her views, saying that he thinks such 
phraseology "impedes and doesn't 
advance the inquiry." 

•Doesn't it feel strange to have 
people like NOW's Eleanor Smeal 
and Sen. Howard Metzenbaum gush-

Conservative Digest August 1981 

ing over your Supreme Court nom­
inee? Starr: "I think it's to be ex­
pected that the head of NOW would 
gush over a woman." You think she 
would have gushed if the nominee 
had been Phyllis Schlafly? Starr: 
"I don't know. Maybe not as ef­
fusively." 

•Justice Department public infor­
mation director Tom DeCair says 
"no," all of the information in the 
July 7 Starr memo was not "en­
tirely" known about prior to the 
President's choice of Mrs. O'Connor. 

•DeCair says, regarding Mrs . 
O'Connor's positions on family-re­
lated issues, that "no," information 
on "all of these things" hadn't been 
developed because there are "no 
records" on how she voted in sub-

committees and caucuses . Talks with 
her colleagues and her political op­
ponents and the reading of news­
papers would, of course, have de­
veloped this information. 

At the daily White House news 
briefing on July 7, 1981, presi­
dentiaf press spokesman Larry 
Speakes told reporters: 

"What we're saying is that we 
would encourage you to look very, 
very thoroughly into her votes in 
the state legislature .... ! would en­
courage you to look very closely at 
the record of the votes in the Ari­
zona legislature." 

Good advice. Too bad the Presi­
dent's men didn't follow it when 
they checked out Mrs. O'Connor. 
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President's Vital Interests Comi,_romised 

That Sound You Hear Is The 
Cracking Apart Of Reagan's 

Great Electoral Coalition 
By Patrick J. Buchanan 

T hat sound you hear, beneath 
the loud reveling at the Pres­
ident's precedent-shattering 

nomination of a woman to the Su­
preme Court, is the cracking apart of 
Ronald Reagan's Great Coalition. 

The White House boys have just 
made the most basic mistake you can 
make in politics: They have compro­
mised the vital interests of the Pres­
ident's most ardent followers to score 
brownie points with their political 
enemies. A frivolous campaign 
promise has been kept and a solemn 
written commitment violated. Polit­
ical adultery. 

Eighteen months ago, in the Iowa 
caucuses, the Right to Life movement 
saved Ronald Reagan from a care­
fully prepared ambush by his now­
Vice-President-a defeat which could 
have made Ronald Reagan a footnote 
in the history books. A month later, 
in New Hampshire, the Right to 
Lifers provided a significant share of 
that astonishing margin of victory 
which gave candidate Reagan irresist­
ible momentum through the early, 
conclusive primaries. 

What the movement asked in re­
turn was surprisingly small: only that 
Reagan support their Human Life 
Amendment and its progeny; that his 
Supreme Court nominees-be they 
black, white, yellow, brown or red, 
male or female-share the Presi­
dent's internalized belief that the un­
born child has the God-given right to 
live. As politics goes, this was a 
simple, inexpensive bargain. The can­
didate would get the volunteer labors 
of thousands, the allegiance of 
millions, in return for remaining true 
to his stated convictions. 

The Right to Lifers more than kept 
the bargain. When the White House 
asked that they place their agenda 
at the end of the line while the Pres­
ident's vast economic vessel transited 
the Congress, they acceded. 
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Their reward: to be ridiculed as a 
pack of "extremists" by some 
chowderhead editorial writer on the 
New York Times-bulletin board of 
the Abzugian wing of the feminist 
party-which is chortling in print 
over the President's nomination to 
the high court of an Arizona co­
sponsor of legislation to legalize 
abortion on demand. 

Why? What will the White House 
receive that is tangible and enduring 
to compensate for breaking the hearts 
of the President's most faithful 
followers? 

This is not to demean Sandra Day 
O'Connor, the President's nominee. 
Her academic, political and judicial 

records are at least cum laude; even 
her critics in Arizona admit her bril­
liance. Had she been elevated to the 
Cabinet, she might have gone un­
opposed. 

But this is the U.S. Supreme 
Court-the court that will decide, 
when the new medical evidence is re­
viewed, whether it made a historic 
blunder in Roe vs.Wade; the court 
which will pass on all congressional 
restrictions upon its jurisdiction; the 
court which will have final word on 
legislation moving through Congress 
that sets the moment when, consti­
tutionally, life begins, the unborn 
child becomes a "person" and his or 
her right to life must be protected by 
the state. 

O'Connor Also On 
Carter's List 

"Judge O'Connor's credentials 
are, in fact, so compelling that 
the Carter White House included 
her in a list of potential federal 
judges.'' -Columnist Mary 
McGrory, in the Washington 
Star, July 9, 1981. 

In nominating Mrs. O'Connor, the 
White House has left the Right to 
Life movement no choice but to op­
pose her with all its resources; no 
choice but to depart, temporarily and 
perhaps permanently, from the Pres­
ident's coalition; no choice but to put 
the heat on senators like Orrin 
Hatch-up for reelection in 1982. 

"We feel betrayed by the Presi­
dent," said Paul Brown of the Life 
Amendment Political Action Com­
mittee. ''We've been sold out.'' 

That kind of politics is so alien to 
what is known of Ronald Reagan that 
the question must be raised: Was the 
President misled about O'Connor's 
record? Misled by the Department of 
Justice, by the White House staff or 
by Judge O'Connor herself? 

According to the acting press sec­
retary, Larry Speakes, O'Connor told 
the President she was "personally 
opposed" to abortion, found it "per­
sonally abhorrent.'' Yet, according to 
the Right to· Life movement, she not 
only cosponsored and supported leg­
islation legalizing abortion; she op­
posed a resolution urging Congress to 
support a constitutional amendment 
to overturn the abortion decision. 

(What would we say of an indi­
vidual who said he found racial seg­
regation "personally abhorrent," 
then voted to overturn the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964 ?) 

The abortion issue is not just a 
social issue; it is the overriding social 
issue that split the FDR eoalition and 
sent millions of Southern evangelical 
Christians and Northern Catholics 
into the camp of a Republican Pres­
ident with whom they may disagree 
on a dozen other issues . Their de­
moralization is a political tragedy of 
the first order-and so damned un­
necessary. 

Copyright © 1981 by PJB Enterprises, Inc. Distributed by 
The Chicago Tribune-N.Y. News Syndicate, Inc., 220 East 
42nd Street, New York, N.Y. 10017. 
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Jim Skelly_ 'Outraged' And Says So 

Pro-Life Lawmaker Resigns; 
Rejects Greyhound Attempt 
To Muzzle Him On O'Connor 

By Don Harris 

A
rizona State Rep. Jim Skelly 
(R-Scottsdale) has disclosed 
that he has quit his job at the 

Greyhound Corp. over his outspok­
en opposition to Judge Sandra 
O'Connor 's nomination to the U.S. 
Supreme Court. 

Skelly, 47 , a strong, anti-abor­
tionist, said he decided to leave the 
firm after Gerald Trautman, Grey­
hound board chairman, asked him 
to tone down his criticism of Judge 
O'Connor. 

Skelly 's opposition to the O'Con­
nor nomination stems from her votes 
on abortion when she was a state 
senator. 

The nominee, a judge on the Ari­
zona Court of Appeals, has said she 
personally is opposed to abortion but 
would follow existing high court rul­
ings, including one that legalized 
abortion. 

President Reagan nominated 
Judge O'Connor to the Supreme 
Court. Conservative groups oppose 
her because of votes involving abor­
tion that she cast in the Arizona 
Senate in the early 1970s. 

In a July 15 letter which Skelly 
said he hand-delivered to the Grey­
hound corporate headquarters in 
Phoenix, the lawmaker wrote, "I'm 
sorry that my 'personal beliefs are 
inconsistent with the interests of 
Greyhound. ' However, I would not 
be true to the responsibilities of my 
office as a state representative, nor 
honest with myself, if 1 were to tone 
down what you feel are my in­
temperate remarks about Judge 
Sandra O'Connor." 

Trautman could not be reached for 
comment, but Dorothy Lorant, vice 
president of public relations for Grey­
hound , issued the following state­
ment: 

"We at Greyhound feel that Judge 
O'Connor is one of the most level­
headed, intelligent justices, male or 
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female, ever to serve on the bench 
and that her appointment to the U.S. 
Supreme Court would enhance that 
body. 

" Jim Skelly is a fine man and a 
conscientious legislator , and yet he 
feels quite differently on the matter 
of Mrs. O 'Connor. We have to 
respect the sincerity of his feelings 
about Mrs. O'Connor without in any 
way sharing them, and it became 
necessary to ask Mr. Skelly to be a 
little more temperate in his remarks 
because the public had begun to be­
lieve that his opposition to Mrs. 

Jim Skelly 

O'Connor was in his capacity as a 
Greyhound representative rather than 
in his capacity as a private citizen ." 

Skelly, the only pro-life advocate 
in the legislature who has refused to 
endorse Judge O'Connor' s nomina­
tion, said he was summoned to Traut­
man's office July 15 after his views 
on Judge O'Connor appeared July 14 
in an Arizona Republic column by 
Tom Fitzpatrick. 

A copy of Fitzpatrick 's column was 
on Trautman's desk when Skelly en­
tered the office, the legislator said. 

"He said that some of my remarks 

were intemperate," Skelly said . 
"When I asked him to be specific, 
he pointed to a sentence that said I 
was outraged by the nomination. 

"I pointed out that the word out­
raged was not in quotes, but that 
didn't change anything because I 
really am outraged." 

Skelly's decision to quit his 
$18,700-a-year job in Greyhound's 
customer relations department was 
almost instantaneous. He said Traut­
man tried to talk him out of resign­
ing and suggested that he think it over 
for a week or so. 

"My decision would be the same 
in a week, a month or a year," Skelly 
wrote to Trautman. "The welfare 
of the innocent unborn is far more 
important to me than Judge O'Con­
nor's nomination, and, if I were to 
tone down my remarks, as you sug­
gested, I would be compromising my 
beliefs-which I won't do." 

At Greyhound, Skelly worked in 
customer relations for 3 ½ years 
handling customer complaints, an­
swering phones and taking care of 
fare adjustments. He joined Grey­
hound 5 ½ years ago and was allowed 
to take time off from that job to tend 
to his legislative duties . 

Skelly said this was the first time 
that anyone at Greyhound had 
attempted to influence his role as a 
legislator. 

In his letter to Trautman, he 
wrote, "To your credit, you have 
never asked me or even hinted that I 
vote a particular way during the 5 ½ 
years I have been employed with 
Greyhound. Although Judge O'Con­
nor's confirmation is extremely im­
portant to you, as you indicated, I 
obviously do not share your senti­
ments." 

While employed by Greyhound, 
Skelly consistently excused himself 
from voting on bills that might have 
benefited the firm . 

Skelly said Trautman told him he 
had receiv<;d several telephone calls 
from people complaining about 
Skelly's criticism of Judge O'Connor. 
Repr in ted from the A,:i;;onu_ Republic (J uly 17, 198 1), 120 East 
Va n Buren St., Phoc 111 x, Ariz . 85004. 

ACTION: Write, wire or tele­
phone the Chairman of the Grey­
hound Corporation, Mr. G. H. 
Trautman, and protest the shabby 
treatment of Jim Skelly. The 
Greyhound address is: Grey­
hound Tower, Phoenix, Ariz. 
85077. The phone number is: 
(602) 248-4000. Let us know 
about any response you gel. 
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By Re'v. Donald E. Wildman , founder, 
National Federation For Decency 

Profits Are Dirty 
If At The Expense 

Of Social Good 
l sat down the other night to watch 
a movie on ABC entitled "White 
Line Fever.'' lt is not the type of pro­
gram I would normally choose to 
watch. But I decided to view it for 
two reasons : to have a better knowl­
edge of the kinds of programs on 
television and to see which com­
panies thought it the kind of pro­
gram they desired to help sponsor. 

Not far into the movie was a scene 
where an honest, hardworking 
young man seeking work as a truck 
driver was pulled over by a law of­
ficer. While questioning the young 
man, a call came over the officer's 
radio. The officer proceeded to 
handcuff the truck driver to the 
truck and drive off. A few moments 
later two hit men drove up and pro­
ceeded to work him over while he 
was handcuffed to the truck. lt was 
a set-up on the part of the officer. 

My ten-year-old had walked in 
and witnessed the scene. "Are there 
people like that?" he asked . "Yes, 
not many. But a few," I replied. 
Not desiring for my child to be ex­
posed to that kind of senselessness, 
I changed the channels. 

About 30 minutes later I switched 
back to the ABC program. Mark 
had gone out of the room. This 
time another character in the movie 
was driving down the road with his 
good-time girl when his car was 
hemmed in by three 18-wheelers. 
The drivers proceeded to get out, 
pull the man from his car, work him 

22 

over. Then they led him out to the 
middle of the road, left him stand­
ing, dazed. Coming down the road 
at about 70 miles per hour was an­
other 18-wheeler. Only the man's 
bat was shown in the next shot, 
biowing on the highway. "Daddy!" 
my son cried out. I turned it off. 

Art? Ask the networks or Holly­
wood and they will be quick to tell 
you it was art. It made you feel, 
for sure. I am not sure, however, 
it made all people feel the same. 
For me it was a sick feeling. 

I can remember as a kid growing 
up, the first man I saw who had 
been in a knife fight. He was bleed­
ing all over. I can remember the 
feeling. lt was the same sick feel­
ing. 

I can remember seeing a mob 
gang around a man, laughing and 
enjoying themselves while the man 
was being beaten to his knees and 
unconsciousness. His crime? He had 
accidently bumped into a white 
woman and he was black. I can 
remember my feeling. lt was the 
same sick feeling. 

Television is quick to defend it­
self. "We are only giving the peo­
ple what they want," is the stock 
reply. That is a cop out. What the 
networks really are doing is making 
a profit in the easiest, most irre­
sponsible manner they can. 

The people responsible for such 
programs, and their effect upon 
our society, quote high principles 
to defend a shallow argument. No 
one questions their right to contin­
ually program such low quality. But 
the responsibility involved, or the 
lack thereof, is another matter. 

Profit isn't a dirty word. It is a 
, grand word. It makes possible hos­

pitals, schools, roads, airports, etc. 
But profit at the expense of social 
good is dirty-filthy dirty. 

"White Line Fever" was shown 
because ABC could make a profit 
on the program. That was the sole 
reason it was shown. Not that it was 
a work of art, that it had any con­
structive contribution to make to­
ward improving society. No, it 
could be bought by ABC cheap and 
sold at a handsome markup to the 
advertisers. The long-range effect of 
"White Line Fever" and similar 
programs is no major concern to 
ABC. I didn't say it wasn't a con­
cern. I said it was no major con­
cern. 

Did "White Line Fever" have an 
effect on us? Did it teach us? In­
deed it did. All television is educa­
tional. We need to remember that. 
All television teaches. This year 
there will be $5 billion spent with 
the networks, money which proves 
absolutely that television sells. The 
great tragedy, considering the con­
tent of many current programs, is 
that it sells more than products. It 
sells values, ideas, concepts, morals. 

Mr. Owen Butler, chairman of 
the board of Procter & Gamble, 
the largest advertiser on television, 
recently made a speech to some tele­
vision executives. In concluding his 
speech he said: "We may have the 
best society that mankind has 
created, but we certainly don't yet 
have the best society of which man­
kind is capable. Certainly some part 
of everything we do ought to be 
pointed at that objective ." Mr. But­
ler's speech was entitled: "Tele­
vision Can Show and Tell but Can 
lt Listen?" Can it listen to a con­
cerned public? 

I hope it can. For your sake and 
mine. And for all those who come 
after us. 

* * * 
Take the wife of a congressman 
caught in the Abscam affair who 
made love to her husband on the 
steps of the U.S. Capitol and who 
later posed nude for Playboy maga­
zine, and develop it into a special 
made-for-TV movie and you have a 
winner! 

At least that is what ABC thinks. 
And that is what they are doing. 
The movie, entitled "The Rita Jen­
rel te Story," will be based on the 
exploits of the wife of the congress­
man. 

You would think that ABC could 
find some positive stories for their 
movies. But rarely is that the case. 
I guess the message to our public 
is: If you want to get rich quick, 
shoot a public figure, be a mass 
murderer, make love on the steps 
of the U.S. Capitol, ask to be elec­
trocuted for committing crimes, or 
do anything which is weird. Then 
write a book about it or ask one of 
the networks to make a movie about 
it. 

If you have an opinion on the lat­
est ABC decision, write Leonard 
Goldenson, ABC-TV, 1330 Avenue 
of the Americas, New York, N.Y. 
10019. 
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Senator Smears Falwell, Moral Majority 

O'Connor Critics 'Fascists' - Goldwater 
Of all the attacks on the critics 
of Judge Sandra O'Connor, Sen. 
Barry Goldwater's has been the 
most vicious. 

On a late-night local TV talk 
show in Washington, D.C. on 
July 9, Goldwater was asked 
about the opposition to O'Con­
nor by the Rev. Jerry Falwell 
and the Moral Majority because 
of her support for abortion in 
the early 1970s. Goldwater re­
plied: 

"I think they're making a big 
mistake ... My basic worry has 
always been the concentration of 
power in the hands of a few ... I 
don't think they're actually-I 
don't think they can call them­
selves conservatives when 
they're really taking more of a 

fascist line than a conservative 
line." 

(This charge is patently ab­
surd. Fascism is a form of gov­
ernment that involves total state 
control of political, economic, 
cultural, religious and social 
activities. To equate the opposi­
tion to abortion with fascism is 
ridiculous.) 

Goldwater's smear of the 
Right-to-Life movement is par­
ticularly ironic in view of the 
fact that he was the victim of 
similar rhetorical recklessness 
when he ran for President in 
1964. In fact, that very year, 
when Goldwater delivered his 
speech accepting the GOP nom­
ination, California governor Pat 
Brown said that it had about it 

Social Issues Sway Voters 
Everywhere 

For many voters, these ques­
tions [the issues of abortion and 
equal rights for women] have a 
symbolic meaning that goes far 
beyond the specific issues of 
whether the proposed Equal 
Rights Amendment is passed or 
whether women should be 
allowed to have abortions. Un­
derlying the debate are concerns 
about the values that Americans 
want to see enshrined in their 
laws, embodied in their chil­
dren's textbooks and broadcast 
on television .... 

The national polls, taken at 
face value, would suggest that 
Mr. Reagan could only be hurt by 
his stands on the most widely 
discussed of these issues, the 
ERA and abortion .... 

But Mr. Reagan's positions 
may be helping him as much as 
hurting him. The reason: Social 
conservatives seem more likely to 
cast ballots solely on these issues 
than do many of those who 
take a liberal stance on the same 
issues. 
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The social issues, particularly 
abortion and the ERA, have the 
power to affect voter choices in 
all parts of the nation .. .. 

Mr. Reagan's support for a 
constitutional amendment to ban 
abortion, which Mr. Carter op­
posed, has won sympathy for the 
former governor of California 
from voters whose fingers have 
long been allergic to the Repub­
lican lever.-Excerpt from article 
in the New York Times, October 
3, 1980. 

"the stench of fascism.'.' 
The day before he made his 

outrageous remarks about the 
anti-abortionists, the Washing­
ton Star quoted Goldwater as 
saying that the abortion issue is 
"the biggest humbug issue in the 
United States." 

ACTION: If you would like 
to let Senator Goldwater know 
how you feel about what he has 
said, his address is: Room 337, 
Russell Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 20510. His 
phone number is: 202/224-2235. 
We are interested in receiving a 
copy of any correspondence you 
receive in response from the 
senator. 

Conservatives In 
White House 
Were Shut 

Out On O'Connor 
Conservative dismay over Pres­
ident Reagan's selection of Judge 
Sandra O'Connor extended to 
the White House staff, including 
one aide with senior staff status. 

That O'Connor's selection 
came as a total arid unpleasant 
surprise to White House con­
servatives showed the nsmg 
strength of James A. Baker III, 
the President's chief of staff. 
Baker conducted the selection 
process, keeping it secret from 
rightwing staffers who might 
have caused trouble. 

Not even political aide Lyn 
Nofziger, who is supposed to give 
political clearance to top-level ap­
pointments, was given advance 
notice. Although Nofziger is a 
good soldier who says he is thor­
oughly happy about O'Connor, 
conservative lobbyists who know 
him well describe the veteran 
Reagan adviser as shaken.-Col­
umnists Rowland Evans and 
Robert Novak, in the New York 
Post, July 11, 1981. 
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By Paul Weyrich, director, 
Committee for the Survival 
of a Free Congress 

Democrats And 
Independents 
Shift To GOP 

Recently, Art Finkelstein, the cam­
paign consultant and pollster who 
helped bring us Jesse Helms and Al 
D' Amato, among others, spoke to a 
Chamber of Commerce gathering in 
Boston in which I also participated. 
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Finkelstein's fast-moving sense of 
humor was somewhat lost on the 
audience, but a most interesting 
theory about what is currently hap­
pening in American politics framed 
the discussion for the rest of the 
day. Unfortunately this column 
doesn't permit me to use a black­
board, and Art's hour-long pre­
sentation will have to be reduced to 
a few paragraphs for discussion. I 
hope I do it justice. 

Finkelstein is finding in his polls a 
remarkable shift into the Republi­
can column at the expense of both 
Democrats and independents. While 
some national pollsters dispute this 
claim, Ronald Reagan's pollster, 
Dick Wirthlin, has made similar 
findings, and I am persuaded by 
what I have seen that the phenom­
enon is real, if only temporary. 
Finkelstein's theory of why this is 
happening would have made Kevin 
Phillips smile at least 10 years ago. 

Art contends that when you fac­
tor in the leanings of the inde­
pendents, we have really had six­
and-a-half political parties in this 
country. The Republicans consist­
ed of two major parties in pre-

Goldwater days-a conservative 
party and a liberal party. The con­
servative party has steadily grown 
in size, and the liberal Republicans 
have largely defected to the Demo­
crats, leaving the conservative wing 
of the GOP in a dominant position. 

The Democratic Party has con­
sisted of four-and-a-half parties, ac­
cording to Finkelstein. First, there 
are the blacks, next the white lib­
erals, then the foreign policy con­
servatives (symbolized by Jeane 
Kirkpatrick before her conversion), 
who rate only a half-party status, 
then the economic conservatives (of 
which Rep. Phil Gramm is the cur­
rent symbol) and finally the social­
issue conservatives, once symbol­
ized by George Wallace and now 
perhaps by a widely known Chris­
tian Right figure. 

Finkelstein contends that through 
the personification of Ronald Rea­
gan, the foreign policy conserva­
tives to a certain extent and the 
economic and social conservatives 
to a great extent have been leaving 
their respective Democratic parties 
and joining up with the conserva­
tive wing of the GOP in a loose 
and somewhat unstable federation. 

The result of this influx, says 
Finkelstein, has been profound for 
both sets of parties. It has left the 
white liberals as the dominant force 
among the Democratic parties and 
has all but done in the remaining 
liberals within the GOP. He insists 
that no other figure but Ronald 
Reagan on the contemporary scene 
would have made this possible. 
''The irony is that by narrowing 
the base of the party, its appeal 

has been broadened," Finkelstein 
said, taking a verbal swipe at the 
Republican National Committee's 
most sacred doctrine. 

Unless there is a depression or 
some other . unforeseen event, 
Finkelstein sees the new GOP co­
alition holding together as long as 
Ronald Reagan is on the scene. If 
that is for another five years or so, 
the drain 6n the economic and 
social - conservative Democratic 
parties will be complete, he says, 
leaving the white liberals in charge 
of a Democratic Party which will be 
as irrelevant as the Republicans 
were during the Kennedy-Johnson 
years. 

Once the drain is complete, and 
once conservatives who united to 
fight liberals have seen many of 
their major targets defeated, the 
majority conservative coalition 
will break down into three areas 
consisting of the social issues, the 
economic issues and the defense 
and foreign policy issues. The major 
tension, as Finkelstein sees it, will 
be between the social-issue conser­
vatives and the economic conserva­
tives. He said that the social-issue 
conservatives will be "setting the 
agenda for the decade ahead," and 
the economic conservatives will be 
in some measure trying to prevent 
that agenda from being adopted. 
Social-issue conservatives will be 
most aggressive, he said, because 
they have lacked expression in either 
political party for so long. 

I think Finkelstein is largely on 
target. It is, of course, just a theory. 
So was Kevin Phillips's "Emerging 
Republican Majority" in 1969; yet 
history has proved that Phillips 
was largely correct (only, Richard 
Nixon and Watergate interrupted 
things for a time). 

When my turn came to speak, I 
suggested to the businessmen that 
the warfare between economic and 
social conservatives which Finkel­
stein predicts need not take place 
if there is tolerance on both sides. 

The social-issue conservatives, I 
am confident, will be supportive of 
proposals by economic conserva­
tives as long as they improve things . 
It is true that many social-issue con­
servatives tend to be populist in 
their orientation, but if it can be 
shown that economic conservatism 
actually helps their lot, they will be 
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open to the message. I have ob­
served this at various Religious 
Roundtable meetings, where Ed Mc­
Ateer usually sees to it that, in addi­
tion to discussing the social issues 
and national defense, a bit of eco­
nomics is offered to his audiences 
as well. They have an open mind. 

like prayer in schools are deeply 
held issues. To dismiss such issues 
as irrelevant and worthy of the 
back burner is to make an impor­
tant part of the coalition into 
second-class citizens. They don't ap­
preciate it and may offer similar 
treatment when an issue dear to the 
heart of the business community 
comes along. 

The 
White House 
Fellowships 

A bigger problem may be getting 
some of the economic conservatives, 
largely from the business commun­
ity, to tolerate the agenda of the 
social-issue conservatives. Note 
that I said "tolerate," rather than 
"accept. " There were many dif­
ferent and rather diverse elements in 
the successful Roosevelt coalition. 
They didn't agree with each other 
on everything, but they were toler­
ant enough to permit the coalition 
to function, and on certain issues 
each part of the coalition in the 
Congress went its own way. That 
will be true, for example, of the 
abortion issue as long as members 
of Congress are voting on it. 

Yet with a little bit of tolerance 
and understanding, which I see 
happening at the present time, the 
majority party coalition can move 
from this current; very tentative, 
stage to a more stable structure 
capable of governing America. 

I aslced a recent meeting of busi­
nessmen if they would rather have 
Roger Jepsen, who is very interested 
in prayer and abortion and the Fam­
ily Protection Act, in Congress, or 
Dick Clark, who had no interest in 
any of these matters except to op­
pose them. Since Jepsen is very 
sound on business issues, the vote 
was unanimous for Jepsen, and 
that is precisely my point. 

A unique highly competitive 
opportunity for Americans 

early in their careers to 
work for a y ear at 

But businessmen need to be more 
aware that, to many people, matters 

the highest levels of 
their Federal Government 

For more in fo rm a tion wri te to: 
The Pres ide nt 's Co mmi ssio n 
on Whi te House Fell ow s hip s 
1900 E Stree t , N .W .. Roo m 1308 
Washin gton, D. C. 2041 5 
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Advocates in 

Adversity 
a legal seminar on 

the preservation of religious 
and educational 

freedoms 

Sponsored by 

808 JONES University 
GREENVILLE , SOUTH CAROLINA 29614 

October 12-14, 1981 

This seminar is for anyone concerned about 
religious rights and the present threats to the 
exercise thereof-pastors, educators, lawyers, 
laymen, parents, and students. 

Among the stellar group of speakers are the following 
lawyers and national leaders: 

Senator Strom Thurmond , William Ball , John Mclario, 
John Stophel, Bob Toms, George Webster, 
Wendell Bird, John Whitehead , Oriri Briggs, 
Georgi Vins, Evangelist Lester Roloff, Dr. Bob Jones, 
Dr. Bob Jones Ill , and Dr. Al Janney. 

The cost for the entire seminar is on ly $150. Dormitory 
accommodations and special motel rates are available. 
A se lect number of ful l scholarships-including meals, 
lodging, and seminar expenses- are available to full ­
time students who desire to attend. Appl ication for 
these scholarsh ips should be made by letter to the 
Director of Publ ic Relations, Bob Jones University. 

For a brochure giving complete details, contact 
Reservations Secretary, Bob Jones University, Greenville, SC 29614 

Telephone (803) 242-5100 
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in KEYBOARD CLASSICS'fabulous 

a $17,995 
Hammond® Console Organ! 

Why should you settle for anything less than a Hammond? And 
here is the magnificent flagship of the world famous Hammond 
organs - the ELEGANTE. 

There is no other organ in the world with the renowned 
Hammond sound. This fantastic instrument includes performance 
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sounding chords at the touch of just one finger ... ProFootTM 
- Presets 5 professional pedal effects without taking your hands 
from the keyboard ... 
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A PIANO COULD LOVE 
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tion to our new magazine, KEYBOARD CLASSICS . 
a magazine which brings you a treasury of piano 
pieces with every issue. From the light classics to 
undiscovered gems of the masters ... from Mozart to 
John Philip Sousa! Whether you are a teacher, student, 
or a do-it-yourselfer, this is a magazine 
that makes piano playing a sheer joy. 
You also get special tips and features on 
music appreciation, how to get the most 
out of a little practice, how to read at 
sight . .. keyboard theory ... charming 
duets ... and so much more. 

30-day refund GUARANTEE 
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OR Steinway® Grand Piano! 

Here is the piano that is regarded as an international treasure ... 
the instrument of the immortals. 

Since 185 3 the Steinway family has been creating this 
marvelous instrument. Last year, almost 90% of the concert 
artists in America appearing with major orchestras played 
the Steinway! 

And now the same excellence, the 128 years of tradition, 
can be yours in a magnificent six-foot grand in dramatic ebony 
finish. The sound of this piano will take your breath away. 
A Steinway in your own home is the ultimate musical luxury! 

OFFICIAL SWEEPSTAKES RULES 

Complete entry Certificate and mail. No purchase is necessary. Winner will be selected in random drawing 
from all entries received before midnight, December 24, 1981 and all entries must be received by that date. 
Drawing will take place December 25 , 1981 under the supervision of Mortimer C. Low and Company, ari 
independent accounting firm whose decisions are final. Contest begins on the date first entry received. 

The Sweepstakes is open to residents of the United States except employees and their families of Sheet 
Music Magazine, Keyboard Classics Magazine, Mortimer C. Low and Company, their respective agencies 
and attiliates. 

Sweepstakes otter is void wherever prohibited or regulated by law. All federal , state and local regulations 
apply. All federal , state and local taxes are the sole responsibility of the winner. Winner will be notified by 
mail or phone. 
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Yamal Pi1_eline Could 'Finlandize' Western Euro@! 

U.S. Technology Should Not Be Used 
To Develop Soviet Energy Sources 

C 
an a pipeline pose a "clear 
and present danger" to 
Western security? 

Yes, when it extends from the 
Soviet Union to Western Europe and 
carries not only natural gas but also 
the potential for European energy de­
pendence on Moscow and for "Fin­
landization," 1990-style. 

As one of its final foreign policy 
decisions, the Carter administration 
approved major U.S. participation in 
the proposed Soviet Yamal natural 
gas pipeline project. The pipeline, as 
planned, would be completed be­
tween 1985 and 1987 at a cost many 
experts believe could exceed $30 
billion. It would extend 3,000 miles, 
from the rich gas fields of north­
western Siberia's Yamal Peninsula 
across Eastern Europe to the Fed­
eral Republic of Germany, where it 
would be linked to an existing pipe­
line for distribution. Approximately 
1,500 billion cubic feet of Soviet gas 
would course into Europe's energy 
veins each year, creating an addic­
tion with international security im­
plications. 

The Carter administration's ac­
tions apparently were prompted by 
Europe's understandable desire to 

. free itself from less-than-reliable 
Middle Eastern energy sources, and 
by tremendous U.S. industry pressure 
to reap a financial bonanza from the 
project. The administration made a 
cursory review of the project and 
quickly issued a license to Cater­
pillar, Inc., to sell sophisticated pipe­
laying equipment to the Soviets. 

However, a number of us in the 
Senate and the House wrote a letter 
to President Reagan, asking him to 
rescind the previous administration's 
decision and proposing an alternative 
program for providing Europe with 
energy. 

The Yamal controversy raises 
another fundamental question: 
Should the United States seek to pro­
mote the growth and development of 
Soviet energy? It is the opinion of 
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By Sen. Jake Garn (R-Utah) 

many experts, and I concur, that the 
United States should not supply its 
advanced technology to promote the 
development of Soviet energy re­
sources. Rather, the United States 
should cooperate with its allies in the 
formulation of an alternative 
Western security program and force 
the Soviets to make the hard pol­
icy decisions with regard to the allo­
cation of their limited resources, so 
as to hinder their military procure­
ment. 

Without sophisticated Western 
technology and, more importantly, 
Western financing, the Soviets w.ill 
not be able to develop their own re­
sources as rapidly. Fears that an oil­
deficient Moscow would soak up 
much of the available world crude are 
mitigated by the Kremlin's massive 
shortage of hard currency. 

The U.S.S.R. currently supplies 
oil to its satellites on concessionary 
terms in order to help maintain bloc 
reliance on Moscow-and thereby 
bloc cohesiveness. Reduced Soviet 
energy deliveries to the Communist 
bloc countries would serve to thwart 
the Soviet bloc goal of economic in­
tegration, while promoting indepen­
dent Eastern European policies. 
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The argument that helping the 
Soviets develop their own energy 
would reduce their inclination to in­
vade the Persian Gulf region also is 
largely without merit. The U.S.S.R. 
already has a strong incentive to ap­
ply pressure to this region because of 
its strategic importance to the West 
and the Kremlin's historic interest in 
gaining access to warm-water ports. 
Furthermore, it is folly to believe that 
the United States can convince the 
Soviets to adopt a moderate posture 
in the Middle East by selling energy 
equipment and technology. The 
Soviet Union, time and again, has 
pursued its overall global objectives, 
regardless of U.S. or Western con­
ciliatory actions. 

The administration should make 
it clear to our NATO allies that while 
the Soviet Union may appear to be a 
reliable supplier today-particularly 
when compared to the volatile Mid­
dle East-this situation is not likely 
to continue. Once Europe is addicted 
to its energy supplies, Moscow may 
attempt to further its foreign policy 
objectives with the threat of an em­
bargo-emulating OPEC's tactics. 
Furthermore, it should be pointed out 
that not only will U.S. allies be de-
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pendent on the Soviets for gas de­
liveries; the West will also have to rely 
on Moscow to repay the massive debt 
it will owe Wes tern banks in order to 
build the pipeline. It is an unsavory 
prospect, no matter how one looks 
at it. 

The United States-with its billions 
of tons of recoverable coal and its 
developing synfuels industry-can 
offer a viable alternative package, in­
cluding expanded U.S. coal exports, 
greater European participation in the 
synthetic fuels industry, U.S. reentry 
into the nuclear reactor-services 
market in Western Europe, acceler­
ated development of Norwegian 
hydrocarbon supplies and other 
steps. 

The gains for the United States and 
Western Europe would be tremen­
dous. Western Europe would be 
assured of reliable energy supplies 
while Americans are put back to work 
in providing more energy. And the 
security of all Western nations would 
be strengthened-something which 
too often is overlooked in our haste 
to make a sale. 

Action: Write, wire or phone Pres­
ident Reagan and your congressman 
and senators and urge them to oppose 
the previous administration's de­
c1s1on on the U.S.S.R.-Western 
Europe natural gas pipeline. We are 
interested in receiving copies of any 
correspondence you receive back. 

Run That One 
By Us Again 

"What I wish to underscore is 
that whilst we in Botswana con­
tinue to strive to hold the torch of 

· sanity in the darkness of insane 
developments in this region, we 
have to reckon with the reality 
that perhaps it would be folly 
to be sane where lunacy was 
bliss. "-Botswana's Minister 
of Public Service and Informa­
tion Daniel Kwelagobe lament­
ing the fact that militarism re­
mains the ultimate rule of in­
ternational relations, but not 
apologizing for the fact that 
Botswana now has an army; 
quoted in the Botswana News­
letter, Sept. 8-Oct. 15, 1980. 
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SAFE FOR PETS 
"Pest Free" ends the need for danger ­
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traps' For less than a penny a day it 
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, Rats • Mice • Roaches • Waterbugs 
• Flies • Spiders • Carpenter Ants 
• Fleas • Mosquitoes • Chipmunks 
• Squirrels • Weasels • Raccoons 
• Bats. 
"Pest Free" is completely ha rmless to 

people, dogs, cats , birds, fish and pla nts . 
And it's so inconspicuous it blends with 
any decor. 

Money-Back Guarantee-Try "Pest 
Free" for 30 days. If it doesn't end your 
pest problems, ju t return it for a full 
refund. 

To order just mail this coupon a long 
with your check or money order fo r 
$69.95 (plus $3.00 postage a nd handl ­
ingl. Visa and Master Card orders are 
welcome. WORKS LIKE MAGIC! 
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Over 1,000 Members In 34 States 

United Welfare Fraud Council 
Battling To Stop The Ripoff 
Of Billions In Tax Dollars 

By Dorothy M. Forney 
Executive Director 

United Council on Welfare Fraud 

A 
mother of two children who 

earned $2,226 in the month of 
February 1981 in Anoka 

County, Minn., was found eligible 
for a cash grant from welfare of $57 
per month, plus medical care for all 
three. 

Impossible? No, the case is legiti­
mate and actually exists. She is a 
welfare mother who went to work 
and became subject to the $30 and 
one-third "work incentive" and other 
offsets from her monthly earnings 
(including income taxes, health in­
surance, transportation, child care, 
~ertain meals, etc.) totaling $1,894. 
Her net pay, for welfare purposes, 
then became $332. Because the cash 
grant for a three-person household 
in Minnesota is $389 per month, the 
family qualified for the cash grant. 
Ironically, they did not qualify for 
food stamps-they were over the 
limit. 

A woman in St. Louis, Mo., 
claimed to be indigent-no income, 
no resources-when in fact she 
owned a four-family flat and drove a 
luxurious Cadillac that cost her more 
than $10,000. In addition to a wel­
fare· check, she also received unem­
ployment compensation. When ap­
prehended, she was placed on proba­
tion and required to make restitution, 
Instead, she fled to California. 

In New Jersey, a woman who 
claimed not to know the whereabouts 
of the father of her children was 
discovered to have been married and 
living with him for the past 13 years. 
Rough estimate of fraud: $100,000. 

A young lady, also from New Jer­
sey, submitted year-old earnings 
stubs in order to continue receiving 
welfare checks when, in fact, she had 
received substantial raises during 
the year which would have made her 
ineligible. 
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Striking teachers who apply for 
food stamps, unborn children who 
receive full single-person grants, col­
lege students who receive cash 
grants and go to Florida instead, 
child-swapping to get a larger cash 
grant, "absent" parents who are ac­
tually in the household, the paramour 
who beds and boards in the home 
(many times having fathered the chil-

Dorothy Forney 

dren in the home) but who is not re­
quired to pay anything toward sup­
port because he is not the "legally 
responsible" relative, and the Su­
preme Court's striking down of the 
residency law-all of these, and many 
more abuses, are part of the welfare 
system that exists today in the states 
and at the federal level. Is it any 
wonder that governments are run-

ning out of money? 
In addition, the inception of the 

SSI (Supplemental Security Income) 
system also bred its share of misap­
plication of taxpayer dollars. Under 
this program, numerous ills were ac­
cepted as life-long disability, placing 
persons on doles instead of payrolls . 

This is not to say that the large 
majority of those on the AFDC (Aid 
to Families with Dependent Children) 
and SSI do not deserve to be there. 
As a matter of fact, most women on 
AFDC are single heads of house­
holds and are unable to work be­
cause of their responsibilities for 
their children. Many persons on SSI 
are unable to work and ' deserve to be 
helped. But there is a significant 
cadre of persons on both rolls who 
have learned how to beat the system 
and live off the working people. 

Government at both federal and 
state levels has provided the poor 
with legal help to prevent unfair evic­
tion from properties, fair treatment 
in the assistance office and a host of 
other legitimate activities. However, 
that same body of legal crusaders 
has harassed property owners who 
rent to persons on welfare, accepted 
fee-generating cases which should not 
be handled by them and indefinitely 
delayed justified action for individu­
als seeking their rights against wel­
fare recipients. 

The volume of evils in the welfare 
system grew over the years , and it 
became evident that fraud figures 
supplied by the federal government 
were a fraud in themselves. The De­
partment of Health and Human Ser­
vices has insisted for more than 12 
years that there is only 1 percent 
fraud in the welfare system, and the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA) agrees that there is only 1 
percent fraud in the food stamp pro­
gram. At the same time, both agen­
cies admit they do not know the true 
extent of fraud in their programs­
an admission expressed in a General 
Accounting Office report and other 
reports. And, in an interview with 
U.S. News and World Report in 1978, 
former Secretary of HEW Joseph 
Califano stated that there was at 
least 10 percent fraud, waste and 
abuse in welfare programs. 

As the clamor grew to clamp down 
on fraud in both the cash assistance 
and food stamp programs as well as 
the Medicaid program, a small group 
of persons working within the sev­
eral systems banded together in 
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March 1978 in New York City and 
decided to do something about it. 
This was the genesis of the United 
Council on Welfare Fraud. Begin­
ning with members in 13 states, the 
District of Columbia, Puerto Rico 
and the Virgin Islands, the group, 
which first called itself the . Eastern 
Regional Council on Welfare Fraud, 
numbered about 125 members in its 
first year. 

In January 1981, having enrolled 
more than 1,000 members in 34 
states, the District of Columbia and 
territories, the regional organization 
stretched its boundaries to reach out 
across the nation. More than 300 
persons from 25 states attended the 
annual conference in Harrisburg, 
Pa. , in June. 

From its early days, the United 

Fraud has been estimated 
by those who work in the 

several systems at 10 percent or 
more in the AFDC and food 

stamp programs and 
possibly even higher in the 

Medicaid program. 
Fraudulent payments mean 
that the truly needy Jail to 

receive the full support they 
deserve. Until a way has been 
Jound to control payments to 
those who pref er not to work 

and who will abuse the 
system in so many ways, the 

results of these necessary 
programs will continue to 

be inadequate. 

Council on Welfare Fraud has em­
phasized the need to prevent fraud 
before it is committed. This means 
that the door to admission to the 
system must be carefully tended to 
prevent persons from committing 
fraud and to prevent the illegal ex­
penditure of tax dollars. 

The first objective of the council 
is to provide education, training and 
staff development relating to welfare 
fraud through discussion of laws, 
rules, regulations, policies and pro­
cedures being used in the various 
states for the prevention, detection, 
elimination and prosecution of 
fraudulent welfare activities. 

The second objective is to promote 
efficient and effective means for pre­
venting fraud. The third is to dis­
seminate information that accurately 

Conservative Digest August 1981 

Minted About 100 Years Ago 

N umlsmattc Collectors Guild has acquired a limited supply 
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reflects the nature and extent of wel­
fare fraud throughout the United 
States. Finally, the fourth objective 
is to promote the efficient admin­
istration of public welfare. 

Fraud has been estimated by those 
who work in the several systems at 
10 percent or more in the AFDC and 
food stamp programs and possibly 
even higher in the Medicaid program. 
Fraudulent payments mean that the 
truly needy fail to receive the full 
support they deserve. Until a way 
has been found to control payments 
to those who prefer not to work and 
who will abuse the system in so 
many ways, the results of these neces­
sary programs will continue to be 
inadequate. 

The United Council on Welfare 
Fraud counts as its members district 
attorneys, prosecutors, eligibility 
workers, welfare administrators at all 
levels, government administrators-a 
true cross-section of persons interest­
ed in combating the cancer that is 
eating at the funds meant for the 

aged, the handicapped, the children 
and the poor. 

The council serves as a clearing 
house among the several states so 
they may learn new methodologies of 
attacking the problem of fraud from · 
each other. It has on several oc­
casions provided testimony at com­
mittee hearings in Washington on 
how the system really works versus 
how it should work. 

Loopholes in both state and fed­
eral laws, Supreme Court decisions, 
lazy caseworkers-all have aided the 
ability of defrauders to continue 
their ways. 

If the council accomplishes nothing 
else but to alert the public to the true 
figures on fraud (none exist at this 
time anywhere), it will have accom­
plished a significant service and alert­
ed government at all levels to the 
problems which must be corrected to 
restore confidence in the system. 

The address of the United Council 
on Welfare Fraud is: P.O. Box 258, 
Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. 
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TIie ·ssFranc 
Retirement Plan. 

"When the dollar is worth nothing, what will 
your retirement income be worth?" 

1 Unmasking the 
■ Great Retirement Hoax. 

Americans tend to be trusting people. When 
government leaders, employers and union of­
ficials all assure us over and over again that our 
fi nancial preparations for retirement are ade­
quate , we assume that it must be true. 

Well, don't believe it! We've all been victims 
of a gigantic hoax--and it's about time someone 
blew the lid off the whole incredible mess. 

The Social Security system is on the verge of 
bankruptcy. Newspaper headlines regularly an­
nounce pension fund problems. Insurance 
policies, savings accounts, stocks, real estate and 
other investments are ravaged by inflation and 
taxes. 

If you 're depending on any of these sources to 
provide you with a retirement income, you're in 
for the shock of your life. Prudent, reasonable 
people who made what they thought were ample 
preparations for their retirement years are now 
barely managing to stay afloat. A nd it's going to 
get a lot worse! 

This is what we call The Great Retirement 
Hoax: telling people that Social Security or dol­
lar-denominated investments will guarantee their 
fi nancial security in the years ahead. 

The truth isn' t always pleasant to hear. But 
you ' re better off knowing the facts. That way, 
you can take action to protect yourself while 
there' s still time. 

2 ANNOUNCING ''The Swis.s 
■ Franc Retirement Plan." 

Fortunately, there is a solution: Swiss franc an­
nuities. A life income guaranteed you by a Swiss 
insurance company-and paid to you not in 
depreciating American dollars but in strong, 
stable Swiss francs. 

In the Spring of 1970, two men retired. Both 
began receiving life incomes of $1,000 a month. 
Today, one man 's monthly income is still 
$1 ,000-but it 's worth only $647 in purchasing 
power. Meanwhile, the other man 's monthly in­
come has more than doubled-to $2,150. And 
his purchasing power is correspondingly greater. 

Why the difference? The s~ond man bought a 
Swiss annuity policy. His life income is paid in 
Swiss francs-which he converts to dollars as 
each payment is made. 

Here are some of the advantages of The Swiss 
Franc Retirement Plan: 

• The Swiss franc is the world's strongest cur­
rency. 

• Swiss franc annuities keep you well ahead of 
inflation. 

• Their dividends alone can raise your life in­
come by 10 to 15 percent. 

• Of all Swiss franc investments, annuities of­
fer th~ highest safe yield. 

• The policy you purchase can begin paying 
immediately-or payments can be deferred 
until you retire. 

• If you wish, you may select a policy that 
covers your beneficiary as well. 

• You are exempt from all Swiss taxes. 

• There is no U.S. financial reporting require­
ments for annuities or insurance contracts. 

• You diversify a portion of your assets 
internationally-an important hedge in 
these uncertain times. 

• No medical exam is required. 

• And the income is guaranteed as long as you 
live-in Swiss f rancs! 

3 The stability of Switzer­
■ land is behind you. 

Switzerland's reputation for financial stability 
and integrity spans more than two centuries. 
Many Swiss insurance companies liave been in 
business for more than 100 years-and not one 
has ever failed. They are all governed by the 
world 's strictest insurance regulations and the 
same privacy and confidentiality laws that apply 
to Swiss bank accounts. 

But is the Swiss Franc Retirement Plan legal? 
Absolutely! There are no U.S. laws whatsoever 
that prohibit Americans from investing their 
funds in a Swiss annuity. And neither is there 
anything "unpatriotic" about protecting 
yourself and your family from the destruction 
our government has wrought upon the dollar. 
Self-defense is more than your right-it's your 
obligation. 

4■ The next step. 

Will your insurance broker help you set up a 
Swiss Franc Retirement Plan? Not likely. He 
probably knows little or nothing about the sub­
ject. 

But now there's an authoritative book that tells 
you everything you need to know. It's called The 

Swiss Franc Retirement Plan. 
Simply, clearly, in step-by-step "how-to" 

language, The Swiss Franc Retirement Plan 
spells out: 

• Exactly what Swiss franc annuities are and 
how they work . 

• The kinds of annuities available. 
• How to obtain a policy tailored specifically 

for your needs. 
• How to receive payments. 
• N;µnes and addresses of Swiss insurance com­

panies. 
• Forms you can tear out and mail to receive 

information and quotations from each com­
pany. 

• Valuable charts and tables. 
• A sample policy and application. 
• And much more. 

In short, The Swiss Franc Retirement Plan is 
the complete, comprehensive guide to Swiss 
franc annuities. It was researched and written by 
Jean-Pierre Bernard, a Swiss financial writer 
with many years' experience in this area. 

5 Unconditional 
■ money-back guarantee. 

Here's what Harry Browne, best-selling finan­
cial writer and advisor, says about Swiss franc 
annuities in his classic Complete Guide to Swiss 
Banks: 

"If there's runaway inflation in the U.S., all 
life insurance contracts and annuities would 
become nearly worthless. Since the Swiss franc is 
independent of the dollar, it isn't likely that 
hyper-inflation in the U.S. would spread to 
Switzerland. The Swiss contracts would hold 
their value." 

To order your copy of The Swiss Franc Retire­
.inent Plan, just send a check or money order for 
$19.95 to Kephart Communications, Inc., Dept. 
G/40, 901 N. Washington St., Alexandria, VA 
22314. The price includes postage and is tax­
deductible . If you're dissatisfied with the book 
for any reason, simply return it within three 
weeks for a full and prompt refund. 

When the U.S. dollar is worth nothing, what 
will your retirement income be worth? 

It's worth thinking about. And isn't $19.95 a 
small investment when your future financial 
security is at stake? Take the first step towards 
establishing your own Swiss Franc Retirement 
Plan . Order this important book today. 

How To Get This $19.95 Book-FREE! 

Send $70 for a full year of Personal Finance, 
the award-winning, hard-money advisory and we 
will send you the book FREE. Featuring writers 
like Douglas R. Casey, Harry Browne, Mark 
Skousen and many others, PF deals with all 
inflation-survival strategies for the S0's. 

GUARANTEE: Read just 3 issues. If you are 
not completely satisfied we will send you a full re­
fund for undelivered issues upon request. The 
book will be yours to keep even if you cancel. 
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Writes Letter To We1_rich 

President Reagan Opposed 
To Limits On Political 

Action Committees 
In early June, in a letter to Paul Wey­
rich, head of Coalitions for America, 
President Reagan came out strongly 
in opposition to legislation restrict­
ing PACs-political action com­
mittees. 

The following is the entire text of 
the President's letter to Weyrich: 

"Dear Paul: 
"Thank you for your comments re­

garding bills which seek to limit the 
scope and effectiveness of political 
action committees. 

"In my view, the growth of politi­
cal action committees has enabled 
many thousands of people to increase 
their participation in the political 
process. One hallmark of such groups 
is that all contributions to them are, 
by law, entirely voluntary. This is a 
healthy situation. The freedom of all 
Americans to organize themselves 
voluntarily to affect the course of 
their government is a precious right. 

"In the last Congress, almost all 
Republicans united in vigorous oppo­
sition to the Obey-Railsback bill, 
which would have placed new, rigid 

limits on the right of citizens to con­
tribute to political candidates through 
political action committees. The Sen­
ate did not pass this bill, which nar­
rowly passed the House without any 
committee hearings and with severely 
limited debate. 

"Because many of the supporters 
of this type of bill were not re­
turned to the Congress, there seems 
little chance that either House would 
pass such legislation now. 

"Our federal election law is so 
complex and burdensome currently 
that virtually every participant could 
be at the mercy of a selective enforce­
ment process. It would be easy for 
enforcement officials to cite almost 
any candidate or committee for some 
technical infraction. That most cer­
tainly is not a healthy situation. 

"Our election laws need to be sim­
plified rather than made more bur­
densome. Citizen participation 
should be encouraged rather than 
limited. I would surely oppose any 
bill similar to the Obey-Railsback 
proposal. " 

False Predictions Of Marxism 
Marxism claims to be a science, but this claim is ridiculous in light of the 
evidence. The validity of a science can be judged by the accuracy of the 
predictions to which that science leads. Consider some of Marx's pre­
dictions: 

1. The industrialization of a country would inevitably lead to the impov­
erishment of the majority of its people and would create a revolution which, 
with possible rare exceptions, must be violent. 

2. Workers in industrial plants would certainly become revolutionaries 
determined to overthrow the capitalist system. 

3. The length of the working day in industries would inevitably increase. 
4. War between socialist countries would be unthinkable, since capitalism 

is the cause of war. 
5. Once the capitalist system had been overthrown, the temporary dic­

tatorship necessary for the period of transition from capitalism to socialism 
would commence to wither away. 

6. Once capitalism had been eliminated and replaced by socialism, 
human nature would start to lose its selfishness and to regenerate. 

Since all these predictions are obviously wrong, Marxism is discredited as 
a science.-From the Christian Anti-Communism Crusade newsletter, 
July 1, 1980. 
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You should be . Because today 
and every day there are liberal 
politician·s and bureaucrats 
who spend all their time, and 
often your money, to devise 
ways to take your guns away. 
But you can help prevent that. 

By subscribing to POLiTICAL 
GUN NEWS you will know who 
your friends are and what your 
enemies are up to. And what 
actions you yourself can take. 
POLITICAL GUN NEWS tells 
you about gun legislation, fed­
eral, state and local proposals, 
and regulations . 

To get POLITICAL GUN NEWS 
twice monthly for one year (24 
exciting issues) just fill out the 
following order form and you 
will begin to receive your is­
sues in a few weeks. 

Yes! I want to fight Gun Con­
trol. Sign me up for the fight to 
keep and bear arms! 

• • • • • • • • • • • •detach here • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

l year (24 issues) ........... $24.00 
□ Bill me □ Check ~nclosed 
0 VISA ' □ MASTER CHARGE 

Account No. 
Interbank No. ___ Exp. Date __ 

Name 

._ AddreH 
Q) 
.c 
.c 
~ City State Zip 
Q) 

°t; Allow 4-6 weeks for delivery of 
• first issue 

Send to: 
POLITICAL GUN NEWS 
669 Independence Avenue 
Marion, Ohio 43302 
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Congressional Action 

Rep. Jim Collins' Amendment 
Seeks To End The Disaster 
Known As Forced Busing 

By Rep. James M. ,Collins (R-Tex.) 

Nothing herein shall empower any 
official or court of the United States 
to issue any order seeking to achieve 
a racial balance in any school by re­
quiring the transportation of pupils 
or students from one school to an­
other ... 
Section 407, Civil Rights Act of 1964 

Contradictory to what the land­
mark Civil Rights Act provided, U.S. 
federal courts have interpreted the 
law by consistently forcing cities all 
across the nation into desegregation 
plans based on busing. 

The courts' self-appointed power 
of judicial intervention has caused an 
incessant uproar in our educational 
system. Through it, Dr. David Ar­
mour's problematic theory of "white 
flight" has become a reality. Further­
more, it has been a major factor in 
the loss of the tax base in cities such 
as Cleveland, New York and St. 
Louis. 

In 1966, sociologist Dr. James S. 
Coleman of the University of Chi­
cago authored a report for the U.S. 
Office of Education which then 
served as the main academic proof 
of the value of busing as a means to 
achieve school desegregation. His 
theory was based on findings that 
children from disadvantaged back­
grounds performed somewhat better 
when they attended school with 
youngsters from more affluent 
homes. However, in 1975 new re­
search and statistics compelled him 
to renounce his own theory. A new 
study he had conducted convinced 
him that desegregation had led to 
white flight and brought about the re­
segregation of black youngsters. 

In essence·, busing was only a 
theory right from the start-a theory 
.that the courts have treated as a con­
stitutional right. As noted by former 
U.S. solicitor general Robert Bork, 
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"not a scintilla of evidence supports 
the argument that the framers and the 
ratifiers of the various amendments 
intended the judiciary to develop new 
individual rights, which correspond­
ingly create new disabilities for dem­
ocratic government. ... Courts must 

Rep. Collins 

accept any value choice the legislature 
makes unless it clearly runs contrary 
to a choice made in the framing of 
the Constitution ... a court that makes 
rather than implements value choices 
cannot be squared with the presup­
positions of a democratic society." 

Unfortunately, examples of the 
federal courts' overstepping their 
boundaries do not end with the bus­
ing controversy. Other examples in­
clude the overturning of the death 
penalty by several states and the ex­
pansion of the exclusionary rule in 
criminal cases. During the past 25 
years, federal courts have enlarged 
the exclusionary rule by ordering that 
convicted killers be freed in instances 
where the police officer involved vio­
lated a new judicial standard which 
was not even known to the officer at 
the time of his action. 

Raoul Berger's book Government 

by Judiciary provides further evi­
dence of how the courts are both 
making and. implementing laws. Berg­
er's thesis demonstrates the flaw in 
our form of government-the 
absence of a check or balance 
against incorrect actions by the judi­
ciary. 

As Congress's first attempt to end 
the negative effects of inconclusive 
judicial decisions, the Collins anti­
busing amendment precludes the De­
partment of Justice from using any 
appropriation to fund busing suits. 
The amendment is clearly consti­
tutional for a number of reasons. It 
will prevent the Justice Department 
from going to court and asking for 
involuntary busing. It does not pre­
vent them from seeking other 
remedies, such as magnet schools. 
Also, the amendment does not affect 
federal court jurisdiction in any way. 
And finally, a balance between the 
branches of government is preserved 
by the Collins amendment. 

It is crucial that the Collins amend­
ment be held constitutional for two 
reasons. First, Congress must some­
how stop federal court judges' con­
tinued efforts to legislate in order to 
implement the changes they want to 
make. Second, this is a method of 
undoing previous legislative action by 
the federal courts without weakening 
the institution of the federal judi­
ciary. 
· As the first major attempt by Con­

gress to challenge the tyranny of the 
courts, the Collins amendment would 
be an effective means of putting the 
power vested in Congress back where 
it belongs-in its own hands. The 
outcome of this legislation is crucial. 

ACTION: Write, wire or tele­
phone your congressman and sen­
ators now and urge them to sup­
port the Collins amendment to 
stop forced busing. 

Despite what is frequently al­
leged, the opposition to forced 
busing is not based primarily on 
racism. A recent Gallup poll taken 
for Newsweek magazine showed 
that half of the black population 
in America believes that forced 
busing "has caused more diffi­
culties than it is worth." 

We are interested in copies of 
any correspondence you receive 
back from your congressional 
representatives. Thank you. 
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Don't Be Fuelish -Stop Forced Busing 
During the debate on 
the Senate floor in mid­
J une, I disclosed statis­
tics showing the enorm­
ous cost of forced bus­
ing. Ordinarily, I do not 
include a great many 
statistics in this report, 
but in this case, I think 
you may want to study 
them and perhaps retain 
them for your files. 

The information in Sen.Helms 
each instance compared the school year 1969-70 with 
the latest available statistics in each county. 

Here are the comparisons: 

Charlotte-Mecklenburg County 

In 1960-70, 267 school buses traveled 1,908,842 
miles. 

In 1980-81, 623 school buses traveled 6,660,762 
miles. 

In 1969-70, these school buses consumed 478,343 
gallons of gasoline, costing $47,448. 

In 1980-81, these school buses consumed 1,312,071 
gallons of gasoline, costing $1,438,456. 

Raleigh-Wake County 

In 1969-70, 254 school buses traveled 1,676,925 
miles. 

In 1980-81, 587 school buses traveled 6,027,951 
miles. 

In 1969-70, these school buses consumed 332,855 
gallons of gasoline, costing $43,079. 

In 1980-81, these school buses consumed 1,219,206 

gallons of gasoline, costing $1,264,849. 

Greensboro-High Point-Guilford County 

In 1969-70, 107 school buses traveled 593,176 
miles. 

In 1979-80 (figures for 1980-81 will not be avail­
able until mid-August), 610 school buses traveled 
4,499A82 miles. 

In 1969-70, these school buses consumed 131,817 
gallons of gasoline, costing $20,596. 

In 1979-80, these school buses consumed 888,911 
gallons of gasoline, costing $711,002. 

Winston-Salem-Forsyth County 

In 1969-70, 208 school buses traveled 1,239,300 
miles. 

In 1980-81, 408 school buses traveled 4,651,800 
miles. 

In 1969-70, these school buses consumed 305,307 
gallons of gasoline, costing $37,089. 

In 1980-81, these school buses consumed 895,630 
gallons of gasoline, costing $913,371. 

Such a waste! And for what good purpose? None. 
In fact, as Senator Ervin and others have pointed 
out, forced busing has denied to hundreds of thou­
sands of children their civil rights to attend the 
schools nearest their homes. 

Finally, bear in mind that I have stated the statis­
tics for only four metropolitan areas in North 
Carolina. If you project those figures to include all 
school districts in all 50 states, you can imagine the 
enormity of the waste of money, time and gasoline. 
-Excerpt from a report to bis constituents by Sen. 
Jesse Helms (R-N.C.). 

Percy Hails Pro-Life 
Planned Parenthood 

The George Orwell, Call Your Of­
fice Department: Earlier this year, 
the Alan Guttmacher Institute's 
Washington Memo reported on an 
appearance by Agency for Interna­
tional Development administrator M. 
Peter McPherson before the Wes tern 
Hemisphere affiliates of the Interna­
tional Planned Parenthood Federa­
tion (IPPF). McPherson is quoted as 
telling this meeting that the U.S. gov­
ernment is "proud of what we have 
been able to contribute" (an increase 
in ''population assistance'' from 
$190 million to $253.3 million). At 
this same get-together, Sen. Charles 
Percy (R-111.) is reported to have 
praised the IPPF affiliates for being 
on the " cutting edge" (no pun in­
tended, we' re sure) of efforts to "ad-

vance family planning." The senator 
declared that the ''population move­
ment stems from a profound respect 
[are you seated?] for human life." 
Randy Engel, executive director of 
the U.S. Coalition for Life, asks us: 

tives by the Reagan administration. I 
feel certain that Senator Baker agrees 
with me. in this, and I am forward­
ing these cards on to him for his in­
formation." 
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"Can you believe this!" Our answer: 
No, we can't. 

Tower Backs 
Platform 

In response to those who have writ­
ten him regarding Sen. Howard 
Baker's repudiation of the 1980 GOP 
platform (CD, May 1981), Sen. John 
Tower says , in a form letter:' "I was 
also chairman of the committee 
which drafted the Republican plat­
form last year, and I can assure you 
of my continuing desire to see its 
provisions implemented through leg­
islation in the Congress and direc-

Sen. Jepsen Backs 
Right-To-Work 

Senator Roger Jepsen (R-Iowa) has 
introduced two bills to prohibit com­
pulsory unionism for full-time 
students and for employees of the 
railroad and airline industries 
throughout the country. 

Jepsen introduced the two mea­
sures on the 34th anniversary of the 
passage of the Taft-Hartley Act, 
which established compulsory union­
ism as a condition of employment 
unless such agreements are prohib­
ited by state law. 
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Political PotR_ourri 

Rev. Falwell 'Reasonable' Man, 
Says New NBC President; And 

Feds Continue Race Count 
According to TV Guide, NBC's new 
chairman Grant Tinker is expected to 
depart sharply from some of the 
practices of his ousted predecessor, 
Fred Silverman. And at least one such 
sharp departure appears to be the 
abandonment of the smear campaign 
against those who believe TV can be 
improved. TVG quotes Tinker as 
saying: "I think that if TV were to 
clean up its act in terms of the pro­
grams it represents, to do a better 
'job of programming, all the Rev­
erend Falwells would go away." 

Refusing to regard Moral Major­
ity leader Falwell as a "censorious 
ogre," as TVG puts it, Tinker ob­
serves: "Maybe it's my Pollyanna 
nature, but I see in Falwell a kind of 
mild-mannered, friendly guy. Ob­
viously, he has some goals that I 
don't exactly agree with. I see him as 
kind of reasonable.'' 

Well, we see Mr. Tinker as kind of 
reasonable, too. And we applaud 
his open-mindedness. If you would 
like to share our applause, and let 
Mr. Tinker hear it-and we would 
urge you to do this-write him at: 
NBC, 30 Rockefeller Center, New 
York, N.Y. 10021. We'd be interested 
in seeing any correspondence you get 
in return. 

'Color-Blind' 
Administration 

Counting Race Of 
Federal Employees 

Despite President Reagan's vow that 
his administration would be "color­
blind," the Washington Post's 
"Federal Diary" columnist, Mike 
Causey, reports that the U.S. gov­
ernment is in the midst of "one of 
the most ambitious racial/ethnic 
labeling exercises in history" -the 
purpose of which is to figure out the 
race or national origin of each of the 
nation's 2.8 million bureaucrats 
"without offending them." 

The idea behind all this, says 
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Causey, is to help government better 
develop equal employment opportun­
ity data, and to conform with Com­
merce Department race/ ethnic guide­
lines. But, all has not gone swim­
mingly in the past. As Causey tells 
it: 

"In the 1960s, the government 
shifted from an 'eyeballing' sys­
tem, under which supervisors listed 
the race and ethnicity of employees, 

Rev. Falwell 

to a self-designation system. The re­
sults were embarrassing in a couple of 
places. Hundreds of State Depart­
ment employees, who wouldn't know 
a peace pipe from a piece of pipe, 
said they were American Indians. 
It made State look awfully good in 
its affirmative action program, but 
did not do much to give an accurate 
picture of the makeup of the de­
partment." 

Oh well, who cares? Just so no­
body is offended, right? 

Top Reagan Aide Is 
Pro-ERA, Pro-Abortion 

The Washington Post has pro­
filed President Reagan's new press 
spokesman, David Gergen, about 
whom we worried last issue because 
he is an other non-Reaganite Ford­
Bush retread who has been elevated 
to an important administration posi-

tion. Says the Post: "He is also a 
former Southern Democrat and civil 
rights activist who supports Rea­
gan's economic plan but also sup­
ports, much more quietly, the Equal 
Rights Amendment and 'personal 
choice' in the abortion debate." Ger­
gen himself is quoted as saying that 
he voted for Hubert Humphrey in 
1968, not Nixon. Gergen's wife re­
portedly voted for McGovern in 
1972. The Post says of Gergen: "He 
is hardly a favorite of hard-line 
party conservatives." Heck, we don't 
even believe he would be a favorite 
of soft-line party conservatives. 

Most Cops Against 
Gun Control 

Despite the support of a few prom­
inent police administrators, the vast 
majority of our nation's law enforce­
ment officers oppose stricter gun 
control, according to a new mono­
graph from the Second Amend­
ment Foundation (SAP). The report, 
entitled The Experts Speak Out: The 
Police View of Gun Control, con­
cludes that the police ' 'want pun­
ishment for criminals, not meaning­
less laws against guns which would be 
obeyed only by innocent citizens." 
Written by law enforcement expert 
Massad F. Ayoob, the report in­
cludes interviews, opinion polls and 
personal anecdotes to show the per­
spective of the street cop, whom the 
report calls the "real expert on 
crime." Ayoob, who worked as a 
police officer for eight years before 
devoting himself exclusively to law 
enforcement research, is a nation­
ally known writer and instructor on 
police work and firearms. 

How About A 
Vegetable Liberation 

Movement? 

The U. S. News Washington Letter 
reports that a new consumer fight is 
brewing, and it has to do with 
"animal rights." A number of vege­
tarians, Humane Society members 
and food-safety advocates, we are 
told , have banded together to push 
better treatment fo r slaughter-bound 
animals. These " pro-animal activ­
ists" claim the profit motive has a 
" nightmarish impact, " causing op­
erators-looking to hype sales-to use 
unfit ways to increase production. 
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Invertebrate Diplomacy 
The other day, the premier of the Free Chinese gov­
ernment on Taiwan gave an interview to a cor­
respondent of the Washington Post. The premier, 
Y .S. Sun, said, among other things, that he believed 
relations between Taiwan and the United States 
would improve now that the Reagan administration 

P was in office. Did the Reagan administration send 
Mr. Sun a note of appreciation? Nope. The State De­
partment hinted that Taiwan ought to keep its 
mouth shut, and the Washington Post blasted the 
Taiwanese for trying to cause trouble betweeri the 
United States and Red China. 

This is a bad business. What the liberals are do­
ing toward Taiwan now is every bit as shortsighted 
as John Foster Dulles's refusal to shake hands with 
Chou En-lai. It also lacks backbone. Our recollec­
tion is that the Republicans wrote an actual campaign 
plank on this point, saying they " deplore" the way 
the Carter administration treated Taiwan. Presum­
ably this meant that, if the Republicans got elected, 
they intended to improve relations with Free China. 

Indeed, American policy toward Taiwan became 
during the course of the campaign a kind of symbol 
for how a Republican administration might treat 
other small, beleaguered states that had stood with 
us over the years. Washington would not be pushed 
around by the whims of Peking or Moscow and 
wouldn't seek to curry favor with the powerful by 
turning against its friends. We recognize the State 
department itself never subscribed to this. But Mr. 
Reagan did, and it looks as if on Taiwan we've yet 
to find out who's the boss. 

No one is calling for President Reagan to reverse 
the strides America has made in improving relations 
with the Red Chinese, nor are the Free Chinese seek­
ing the reestablishment of an "official" tie with 
Washington of the sort that existed before January 
1, 1979. The Taiwanese-to their great credit-are 
making out better without official ties than most na­
tions manage to do with official ties. But there are 
some small steps the United States could take to 
improve relations with Taiwan, entirely within the 
framework of the Taiwan Relations Act. 

One example is allowing Taiwan to open an "un­
official" consulate in Boston, one of the U.S. cities 
where it appears such an office would be helpful. 
The United States could also stop cringing, as it did 
the other day, every time Peking throws a tantrum. 
(Peking erupted when Larry Speakes, the White 
House press spokesman, used the phrase ''Taiwan 
government" in a sentence saying the United States 
doesn't have a governmental relationship with it.) 

These might sound like minor symbols. But it's 
important for the Reagan administration to help 
Taiwan on the small points now so that it will have 
an easier time helping Taiwan on the more important 
areas allowed under the Taiwan Relations Act, such 
as the sale of arms. It strikes us, too, that if the 
administration makes certain it has done everything 
it can for Taiwan, it will be able to proceed more 
confidently in its new and expanding relationship 
with the Communist Chinese government in Peking. 

-Editorial in the Wall Street Journal, July 10, 1981. 

The publication forecasts that the 
next step to be taken by these animal 
welfare groups will be to get a bill in­
troduced in Congress "that would 
establish a committee to look into 
alleged abuses of pigs and chickens." 
But, we wonder, what about the 
rights of carrots and bean sprouts? 
And what's next? Federally funded 
shelters for battered pigs and abused 
chickens? 

partment's cancer control bureau, 
who led the study of reported can­
cers in all of New York from 1955 
to 1977, says: "There isn't any evi­
dence of an increased cancer rate as­
sociated with residents of Love 
Canal." He calls the Love Canal 
study "the most comprehensive data 
we have at tl'l1s time." 

not captured the attention of prin­
cipal policymakers.'' 

No Cancer Increase 
From Love Canal 

The words "Love Canal" have be­
come synonymous with corporate 
irresponsibility and ecological 
catastrophe. But a study by the New 
York State Health Department has 
found that the toxic wastes dumped 
into the Love Canal in Niagara Falls, 
N.Y., by the Hooker Chemical Com­
pany do not appear to have caused 
unusually high rates of cancer 
among the residents of the area. Dr . 
Dwight Janerich, director of the de-
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Pot Is The Major 
Drug Problem 

The retiring head of the Drug En­
forcement Administration, Peter 
Bensinger, says that marijuana is the 
major drug problem in the United 
States and the last three administra­
tions have ducked the issue. Says 
Bensinger, in an interview with the 
Washington Star: "Its effect on teen­
agers is alarming. I think it creates 
disrespect for law, greater dropouts 
from school, lower test scores, more 
accidents on the highways and other 
locations. The health issues and the 
criminal-associated costs just have 

Cheer Up, You Could 
Be The S.F. Coroner 

And finally, if you think you have a 
tough job, consider the plight of San 
Francisco coroner Boyd Stephens. 
The S.F. Chronicle reports: "Faced 
with an alarming increase in injuries 
and deaths from Sado-masochistic 
sex, the San Francisco coroner is 
holding workshops in the gay com­
munity on 'S&M safety' -how to 
avoid serious bodily harm or death 
while engaging in pain-and-bondage 
type sex." Coroner Stephens says: 
"It's a very delicate matter , but we 
decided that instead of making value 
judgments or ignoring the problem, 
we should try to save lives." Stephens 
says that 10 percent of the city's 
homicides are S&M related. Presum­
ably, the other 90 percent are caused 
by the failure of somebody some­
where to make a value judgment. 
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The 
Federal Rathole 
Another Reaganite appointments problem: several 
Carter Administration retreads have been rehired 
For their old inspector general posts- and one 
Official predicts no big scandals will be found 

T he appointment of Carter ad­
ministration retreads to the 
influential posts of inspectors 

general continues to elicit festering 
· criticism from hardnosed govern­
ment investigators. 

The chief criticism leveled against 
most of them is that they did not 
distinguish themselves in the previous 
administration in the battle against 
waste and mismanagement. 

Seemingly paralyzed by the wave of 
program abuses and outright thievery 
engulfing numerous agencies, Con­
gress responded in 1978 by adding 
yet another layer of bureaucracy 
with the enactment of the Inspector 
General Act. 

Inspectors general were placed in 
charge of audits and investigations in 
each of the Cabinet-level depart­
ments and some major agencies, 
along with additional staff investi­
gators and assistant auditors. 

How have the IGs performed since 
then? The answer is clouded at best, 
but the available evidence suggests 
they have not significantly curtailed 
abuses or made programs riddled 
with mismanagement work any better. 

"None of them is extremely ef­
fective,'' said a veteran government 
investigator. "Most returns [to the 
taxpayer] come from good audit op­
erations and not from investiga­
tions." 

"Unfortunately," said one chief 
auditor, "even with the best IGs, 
many audits are not being followed 
up aggressively." 

Shortly after taking office, Presi­
dent Reagan asked for the resigna­
tions of all IGs, suggesting that their 
performances would be reviewed and 
some might be rehired. 

It was no secret that presidential 
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By Don Lambro 

political adviser Lyn Nofziger vo­
ciferously argued against their re­
tention, urging Reagan-elected on a 
promise of cleansing the bureaucracy 
of fraud and abuse-to pick his own 
team ofIGs. 

But Ed Harper, deputy director of 

To report f 
federal Proraud in any 

(toll f;::), dial 
800-'f 24-5454 

the Office of Management and Bud­
get and head of the administration's 
antifraud coordinating council, suc­
cessfully pushed for reinstating the 
IGs. Harper argued that they knew 
their turf and should be retained 
where possible because they were 
meant to be independent investigators 
within the bureaucracy. 

How well these IGs know their turf 
is arguable. However, many of them 
are politically well-connected. In­
deed, Harper complained that he 
was lobbied heavily by Democrats in 
Congress to keep the IGs in their 
present posts or shift them to other 
departments. 

Believing he was making an in­
vestment in political harmony on 
Capitol Hill, Harper retained six 
Carter IGs and filled other IG ranks 
with lower-level Carter appointees. 

The result is a front-line team of 
chief investigators whose political 
roots run deeply into the Carter ad­
ministration. Few, if any, hold a 
deep sympathy for the programs and 
policies of the Reagan administration. 

"The mistake," said one admin­
istration official, "was that when we 
fired these people, we hired them 
back." 

Said another administration of­
ficial who is critical of Harper's 
handling of Reagan's antifraud and 
abuse program: 

"Are we not fooling ourselves 
that these [IGs] are not just regular 
political appointees? Carter picked 
people who are not known for their 
aggressiveness or independence. 
And we put them back in. I don ' t 
think any big scandals will be uncov­
ered anywhere." 

Copyright © 1981 by United Feature Syndicate, Inc., 200 
Park Ave., New York, N.Y. 10017. 

HELP! 
We need your help. We will pay 
for any stories (or black-and­
white photos) you want to send 
us regarding the waste of federal 
tax dollars. Payment is made if 
we use the item. Send your ma­
terial, along with a stamped, self­
addressed envelope, to: Rathole, 
Conservative Digest, 7777 Lees­
burg Pike, Falls Church, Va. 
22043. Thank you. 
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responsible manner. The White 
House sent a clear message to the 
pro-life, pro-family elements in 
Reagan's coalition. The nomination 
of Sandra O'Connor told us, in ef­
fect, that he is not concerned about 
the issues that persuaded people to 
vote for him. That's a strange way 
to build a political organization. 

The President has been poorly 
served by members of his staff re­
sponsible for the appointment. The 
best way to describe the mistake is 
that it was unnecessary. There was 
no legitimate reason for the White 
House to alienate so many of his 
supporters, especially since the 
President will try to enlist those 
same people in getting his economic 
program enacted and in electing 
more Republicans in 1982 and 1984. 

As an enthusiastic supporter of 
90 percent of Reagan's actions, I 
will continue to back his programs 
while at the same time strongly op­
posing his nomination of Judge 
O'Connor. But I am afraid that 
there are millions of conservative 
Democrats, independents and very 
recently converted Republicans 
who might take the attitude, ''Why 
should I help Ronald Reagan pass 
his agenda when he is not interested 
in my agenda?" 

It grieves conservatives to criticize 
Reagan. His record so far has been 
brilliant. He cannot, by any stretch 
of the imagination, be accused of 
"betraying" his fellow conserva­
tives. In appointing Judge O'Con­
nor, he was keeping his campaign 
promise to name a woman to the 
court. But he should not have kept 
that promise by violating a more 
fundamental one. He could have 

appointed another qualified woman 
with a solid anti-abortion record, 
someone like Rep. Marjorie S. Holt 
(R-Md.), who has eight years of 
judicial experience. 

The nomination of Judge O'Con­
nor was a rash act based on insuf­
ficient information. It is needlessly 
offensive to the President's strong­
est supporters. We may be mistak­
en. We would be pleased if the 
White House could prove that the 
President had access to better in­
formation than we have. But, un­
less there is evidence that Judge 
O'Connor has changed her mind on 
abortion and ERA, we must re­
spectfully ask the President to with­
draw her nomination. 

~a. ~ 
Richard A. Viguerie 

WOULD YOU LIKE 
TO ADVERTISE 

IN CONSERVATIVE DIGEST? 

If so, call Susan Fourt at 703-893-1411, 
or write her care of the Digest at: 

7777 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, Va. 22043. 
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The following column appeared 
originally in the Los Angeles Times. 

Conservative leaders are deeply 
concerned about President Rea­
gan's first Supreme Court appoint­
ment, for the choice of Sandra Day 
O'Connor not only runs counter to 
the Republican Party platform but 
offends the ideals of many of the 
President's supporters and could in 
the end prove politically devastat-

. ing for all Republicans. 
The 1980 platform committed the 

Republican Party to "work for the 
appointment of judges at all levels 
of the judiciary who respect tradi­
tional family values and the sanctity 
of innocent human life.'' 

Everyone understood what that 
meant: A Republican President was 
expected .to use his appointing 
power to undo the Supreme Court's 
disastrous 1973 ruling in Roe vs. 
Wade, which virtually imposed 
"abortion ori demand" on all 50 
states. 

Yet, in 1970, as an Arizona state 
senator, Reagan's justice-designate 
supported a bill providing for 
"abortion on demand" in her state. 
In 1973, she cosponsored a family­
planning act that made contracep­
tives and abortions available to 
minors without parental consent. In 
1974, she voted against an amend­
ment to prohibit the performance of 
abortions at a tax-supported hospi­
tal. The same year, she voted 
against a resolution urging Con­
gress to protect the unborn by ex­
tending constitutional rights to 
them. 

So Mrs. O'Connor 's record on 
abortion is unequivocal: She has 
actively favored it. 

Whether she would still favor 
abortion on demand in 1981 is, of 
course, another question. People do 
change their minds, and we would 
welcome evidence that she has 
changed hers. 
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President's Choice Of O'Connor 
Could Be Politically Damaging 
To New Republican Coalition 
But in view of the gravity of the 

issue, the burden of proof remains 
on Judge O'Connor. Too many pol­
iticians have evaded the real issue by 
telling the public that they ''per­
sonally oppose" abortion, then 
have voted to make destruction of 
the unborn easy and cheap. But at 
least politicians can be removed by 
the voters. Supreme Court justices 
cannot. 

In the past, it has proved very 
hard for the justices to refrain from 
using their power to impose their 
personal views; after they are con­
firmed, there is very little to hold 
them back. We would welcome a 
very clear commitment by Judge 
O'Connor to the principle of 
judicial restraint, with special re­
ference to the abortion issue. 

Conservatives are also disturbed 
by Mrs. O'Connor's active support 
of the Equal Rights Amendment. 
Although most of us believe in the 
principle of "equality of rights un­
der the law," we worry that "equal­
ity" has become a code word for 
imposing a liberal agenda on 
American public policy under the 
guise of "judicial interpretation." 
After all, many Americans have 
seen "equality" become so vague a 
concept that it now covers reverse 
discrimination. 

Mrs. O'Connor's support of ERA 
suggests that she might follow the 
path of judicial activism set by the 
Warren court. 

To be sure, conservatives are no 
more single-issue voters than any­
one else. But, like the civil-rights 
workers and antiwar demonstrators 
of the 1960s, we recognize the moral 
priorities of certain issues. Abor­
tion and ERA are especially per­
tinent litmus tests for candidates 
for our nation's highest court. 

Politically, this nomination is 
devastating. The Republican Party 
has been trying to assemble an elec­
toral majority at every level of gov-

ernment for the last 50 years. But 
only in the 1978 and 1980 elections 
did the Republicans begin to suc­
ceed. Well-entrenched liberal Dem­
ocratic incumbents have begun to 
fall like autumn leaves in a wind­
storm. One of the reasons the Re­
publicans captured control of the 
Senate, significantly increased their 
numbers in the House and elected a 
President last year was because a 
coalition had been put together 
under the leadership of the New 
Right. 

Usually Republicans have tried to 
win elections by appealing to people 
on typically Republican economic 
issues-the balanced budget, tax in­
centives for businesses and reduced 
government regulation. On the 
average, oniy 45 percent of the elec­
torate supported that platform. 

But, in the mid-1970s, a new con­
servative leadership came onto the 
political scene to change the Re­
publican Party. 

These conservatives put to­
gether a coalition that included tra­
ditional Republicans plus Demo­
crats, independents and nonvoters 
who were attracted not only by the 
Republican economic program but 
also by GOP positions on busing, 
abortion and pro-family issues. 
This coalition made the difference 
in 1978 Senate races such as those 
won by Gordon J. Humphrey (R­
N.H.) and Roger W. Jepsen (R­
Iowa), and in so many 1980 races 
that they cannot be listed. 

It has been a concern to many 
New Right conservatives that Rea­
gan has surrounded himself with 
aides who are either unaware of the 
coalition or uninterested in pro­
tecting and strengthening this con­
servative support. 

Ours is a new and somewhat frag­
ile coalition, and we have now 
seen it treated in a casual and ir-

Continued on previous page 
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Newly Revised and Updated 
Richard Viguerie's Extraordinary 
New Book Documents The 
Historic Shift to the New Right. 

Left and right agree. This book is must reading: 

"Best analysis of New right impact on American poli­
tics I've read yet. Long overdue." 

-Terry Dolan, Chairman 
National Conservative Political Action 
Committee 

" ... Viguerie 's thinking is positive . The story, as he 
tells it , is of tributaries rushing in from every corner of 
American life , and all harmoniously converging in one 
mighty Mississippi of conservative thoughts and ac­
tion ." 

-The New Republic, January 3, 1981 

You'll discover why so many legislators, bureau­
crats , judges , and politicians have cared more about 
getting a vote than about standing up for what's right in 
America. Mr. Viguerie writes with candor and honesty 
about the past, the present, and the future of politics in 
this country and the role the new right will play. 

This is a unique accounting of the behind-the-scenes 
strategy sessions which climaxed with the conservative 
victory of November 4, 1980. You won't want to miss 
it. 

... a P• · 'f-ll ·t•-
. ~ - -

INTRODUCTION BY JERRY FALWELL 

,t Book In 

hard A. Viguerie brings you one 
1e most exciting developments in 
:lern political history-the rise of 
New Right . .. the movement 
's currently described as one of 
most potent forces for change in 
country. 

uable guide to the issues , ideas , 
1ew movement. Once you finish 
1 America voted so overwhelm-

and the story of this exciting new 
ample . .. 

nuch of his political success to 

ders in America today. 

----------e Has Corne. Please 
a Copy of "The New 

e're Ready to Lead" 
rd Viguerie 

$8.95 CD 881 

•nd m e ___ copies . 

ies @ $6.71 ea. (25 % off} 
oies @ $5.99 ea. (33 % off} 
~opies@ $5.00 ea. ( 44% off} 
ore @ $3 .58 ea. (60% off) 

"It should serve as a primer for any interest group 
that is advocating an idealogy ... You've given 
away all the secrets." 
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Vic Kamber, Leading 
AFL-CIO consultant 
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dream, American politics may never be the same." 

Washington Star 
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Distributed by Caroline House Publishers, Inc., Aurora, Illinois 
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Whether she would still favor 
abortion on demand in 1981 is, of 
course, another question. People do 
change their minds, and we would 
welcome evidence that she has 
changed hers. 
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To be sure, conservatives are no 
more single-issue voters than any­
one else. But, like the civil-rights 
workers and antiwar demonstrators 
of the 1960s, we recognize the moral 
priorities of certain issues. Abor­
tion and ERA are especially per­
tinent litmus tests for candidates 
for our nation's highest court. 

Politically, this nomination is 
devastating. The Republican Party 
has been trying to assemble an elec­
toral majority at every level of gov-
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that they cannot be listed. 
It has been a concern to many 

New Right conservatives that Rea­
gan has surrounded himself with 
aides who are either unaware of the 
coalition or uninterested in pro­
tecting and strengthening this con­
servative support. 

Ours is a new and somewhat frag­
ile coalition, and we have now 
seen it treated in a casual and ir-
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Richard A. Viguerie brings you one 
of the most exciting developments in 
modern political history-the rise of 
the New Right ... the movement 
that 's currently described as one of 
the most potent forces for change in 
the country. 

President Reagan and Author, 
Richard Viguerie . 

This 240-page book is an invaluable guide to the issues, ideas, 
personalities , and tactics of this new movement. Once you finish 
reading it , you 'II understand why America voted so overwhelm­
ingly for change. 

Richard Viguerie tells his story and the story of this exciting new 
development. You '11 learn, for example .. . 

• How the New Right was born 

• Why Ronald Reagan owes much of his political success to 
conservatives 

• The most promising new leaders in America today. 

• 1984: a look into the future 

Acclaimed by both the right and the left, THE NEW RIGHT: WE'RE 
READY TO LEAD is one of the few books that tells you what is going on 
in American politics. 
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I by Richard Viguerie 

"Best analysis of the new right impact on American 
politics rve read yet. Long overdue." 

Terry Dolan, Chairman 
National Conservative Political 

Action Committee 

"Viguerie's thinking is positive. The story, as he 
tells it, is of tributaries rushing in from every corner 
of American life, and all harmoniously converging 
in one mighty Mississippi of conservative thoughts 
and action." 

The New Republic, 1/3/81 

"It should serve as a primer for any interest group 
that is advocating an idealogy ... You've given 
away all the secrets." 

Vic Kamber, Leading 
AFL-CIO consultant 

"If Richard Viguerie succeeds in fulfilling his 
dream, American politics may never be the same." 

Washington Star 

Available at Bookstores Across America 
Distributed by Caroline House Publishers, Inc., Aurora, Illinois 
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CONVENTION 81 
"A PLAN OF ACTION FOR AMERICA'' 

JOINTLY SPONSORED BY LEADERSHIP FOUNDATION, LEADERSHIP ACTION 
AND THE AMERICAN SECURITY COUNCIL 

OCTOBER 7-8-9 AT THE SHERATON WASHINGTON HOTEL 
2660 WOODLEY ROAD & CONNECTICUT AVE. , WASH. D.C. 
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Senator Jesse Helms 
(R - N.C.) 

Senator 
Strom Thurmond 

(R-S.C.) 

Other Distinguished 
Speakers Include: 
General Richard G. Stilwell , U.S. 
Army (Ret.) Deputy Under Sec­
retary for Policy 
Dr. Norman Ture , Under Secretary 
for Tax and Economic Affairs 
Mr. Richard De Vos , President, 
Amway Corporation 
Admiral Thomas H. Moorer, 
USN (Ret.) Former Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
Senator Jeremiah Denton , (R-Ala.) 
Admiral USN (Ret.) 
Senator David L. Boren , (D-Okla.) 
General Bernard A. Shriever, 
USAF (Ret.) 
General Daniel 0. Graham, USA (Ret.) 
Congressman Philip Crane, (R-111.) 
Mr. Richard A. Viguerie, Publisher, 
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Mr. Justin Dart, Co-Chairman 
of Enterprise America O 
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Alexander Haig 
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Senator Orrin Hatch 
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Convention 81 will focus on three vital issues, National 
Security, the Economy and American Ideals and Tradi­
tions. Convention 81 wi ll be the most important event this 
year! Register now and insure your place in history 
making . 
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Why? 
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DALLAS, September 3 .. . 8 A.M. Overcast skies 
and reports of t_hunderstorms moving into the 
area with temperatures in the humid 90s set the 
stage. · Yet, by 1:30 P.M. the sun had broken 
through the clouds and bathed the city in clear, 
crisp light as_ over 6,000 people gathered at the 
Dallas Convention Center for _a Rally for Life. 
During the more than 9 hours of workshops and 
speeches about family, marriage, children and 
abortion, the call went out for a , thorough . 
examination of the record of Sandra Day O'Con­
ner, nominee to the U.S. Supreme Court. 
(Editor's Note: As we go tb press, hearings have 
been held in the Senate Judiciary Committee 
and unfortunately, the · information made 
available to the Dallas Rally for Life audience 
seems to be omitted, and the nominee treated 
with kid gloves.) . _ 

Just -prior to the rally, the various speakers 
and leaders from several .states met together. 
Nellie Grey of the National March for Life made 
the comment as she_ surveyed the. room that this 
was the putting together of all the pieces of a big 
puzzle. Together in that room were black and 

·white, Catholic, Jew and Protestant, young and 
. old, Democrat and Republican, immigrant and 

country-club member, laboro~ and .mlllionaire. 
"We are a movement!"-she concluded. 

The reason for the gathering went back to a 
muggy July day during the final days of the 
struggle for President Reagan's budget- cuts. 
Americans were awakened with the news that a. 
woman, Sandra Day O'Conner, would be ap­
pointed to the U.S. Supreme Court. Almost im­
mediately, various aspects of American political 
life from Senator Goldwater, Mrs. O'Conner's 
Senator, to Senator ·Howard Metzenbaum lent 
their support. And yet, a small voice of concern 
and caution was heard. Sandra Day O'Conner, 
possible Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court was 
not all she appeared to be. Cognizant of the 
awesomeness of appointing someone who 
could, like Justice William · 0. Douglas affect 
American life for 40 y~ars · and sit through as 
many as 7 Presidents, a coallition of pro-family 
groups called for a careful look at Mrs. O'Con­
ner' s record. -This small group of men and 
women grew strnnger in their cries of concern as 
her record unfolded. One of the group, Bill Bill-

Dr. Mildred]efferson, Pro~Life .le;der. 

ings of National Christian Action went to 
Arizona and for five days thoroughly researched 
Mrs. O 'Conner's record (The administration, 
prior to this, had spent no more than 2 hours 
looking at her State Senate record.). The record 
showed that Mrs. O'Conner had voted 4 times 
for abortion - 4-29-70, 2-8-73; 4-23-74 and 5-74, 
once for ERA::._ 4-1-74 and twice to weaken por­
nography laws - 4-21 and 1-28 of 197L Also in 
1971 she co-sponsored a bill to establish state­
run kindergartens and voted to weaken a crime 
control bill. · In . 1972 O'Conner ·introduced 
legislation creating more btireaucpicy. In .addi­
tion, there were areas of possible conflict-of­
interest and ethical considerations-votes on 
banking bills, medicaid, automobile dealers (her ·. 
husband at this time was a director oftwo auto 
dealers) and air pollution when her husband's 
firm represented ohe of the prime contributors 
to Arizona's air pollution problems. Mrs. O'Con­
·ner has · listed het wealth which exceeds a 
million most of which is from extensive land 

· owninis in the southwest corner of the state . 
· With the majority of the Senate seemingly 
going along with the nomination, what hope was 
there that a tHorough and careful examination 
would be made and what seemed to be a gastly 
mistake, rectified? (There was strong evidence 
that Reagan had not been told everything). Out 
of the coalition emerged Eddie McAteer, Na­
tional Director of the Roundtable. With little 
more than 4 weeks before ·the confirmation 
hearings, he . started to work. Getting com­
mitments from the rest of the coalition that they 
would join with him in a show for concern, 
McAteer called for a rally · of concerned 
Americans to meet in Dallas on September 3. 
Little was reported in the major news media so it 
was by word of mouth that people showed up at 
the Dallas Convention Center that hot · and 
humid day to hear what Mrs. O'Conner was all 
apout and to learn more about the issues facing 

. the survival of the family. 
Paul Weyri~h, President of ,the Commi_tte~ for 

the Survival of a Free Congrei;,s noted in his pre­
sentation that, '' As usual, the people are ahead 

· of the politicians." Televisio_n evangelist, James 
Robinson challenged the audienc:e with,· "It is 
not enough to come cheer your convictions-you 
must do something!" He then charged that, as 
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regards the problems ih America today, "silent 
pulpits are the cause. The time has come to stop 
this liberal tendency which is strangling this • 
nation." · 

Connie Marshner, Edito:r: of the Family Prot~c­
.tion Report noted that the margin of victory in .. 
1980 for many U.S. Senators and Congressmen 
and the President himself was provided by the 5 
million ·newly registered Christian voters and 
the cross-over of Democrats - who voted for 
Reagan for the first time because of his concern 
for the family. · 

Dr. Carolyn Gerster, former head of the Na-
tjonal' Right · to Life Committee an:d resident of 

· Arizona questioned Sandra O'Conners' truthful­
. nes,s ip response to questions by the administra'~ 
· tion. (O'Comier had said she was on a friendly' 

basis with Gerster when in fact they wer_e adver-. 
saries). ·Also raised ·at the rally was Sandra· 
O' Conners sponsorship of a resolution to place 
women in COMBAT . (N9t just the draft, but 

· COMBAT.). This recommendation was made 
when she was serving on an advisory committee 
for women in the armed forces. 

With all the disturbing questions raised at the 
rally, participants were encouraged to contact 
their senators and the Senate Judiciary Commit­
tee asking for a full investigation. 

Meanwhile, all across Missouri press con­
ferences were being held asking many of the 
same questions. A coalition of many different 
groups joined together to express their concerns. 
Brought out in the St. Louis news conference 
held at the Bel-Air Hilton was an article pertain-
ing .to Mrs. O'Conner's record as a judge. In a 
vote reflecting judicial competency taken in 

• 1978 by the Arizona Bar, Mrs. O'Conner placed 
last, and in 1980 she finished next to last. Elaine 
Middendorf, Chairman of Eagle Forum called 
upon the Judiciary Committee to treat Mrs. 
O'Conner j~st like it would a male nominee and 
to not play gam,es with such an iinportaht and 

- · far reaching appointment. ·(Editor's Note: Im­
mediate action is needed-let your two senators 
-:Eagleton and Oanforth _ c/o Senate Office . 
Building, Washington, D.C. 205.15 know of your-
conGefn.) ....,.,_-..,,,...,"!--":'-o;.----11-,--...::...,,........_.....,.. __ _ 

... 
St. Louis News Conference with Coalition opposing · 
nomination. 
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MEMORANDUM 

September 1, 1981 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Lyn 

FROM: Joanie 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Father Fiore called re the O'Conner nomination. He says he 

honestly feels that either the President has been misled on 

O'Conner or the pro-life people are getting bad information. 

He feels a meeting between the pro-life people and the 

President would help to clear things up. He can be reached 

at: 

608-233-2599 or 

608-271-2681 
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' Aasoclalod Press 

Edw,rd E., McAteer, president of the Religious Roundtable, addressing the 
Rally for Life yesterday In Dallas. Participants attacked the nomination of 

Sandra Day O'Connor to the High Court because of her record on abortion. 
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Nomination of Judge O'Connor Is Protested at A ti~Abortion Rally 
By ADAM CLYMER 
$pedal lO The New Yon Tlmet 

DALLAS, Sept. 3 - While other anti­
abortion leaders and representatives of 
broadly based conservative organiza. 
tions attacked the nomination of Sandra 
'Day O'Connor to the Supreme Court, 
Jerry Falwell, president of Moral Ma­
jority, Insisted today that it was too 
early to take a stand. , 

Speakers at a daylong "Rally for 
Life," who had hoped for an evening 
audience of more than 10,000, aban­
doned plans to avoid direct attacks on 
the nominee an Arizona Appeals Court 

· judge,,after it became clear that some 
featured participants would not hedge 
their comments. / 

Edward E. McAteer, president of the 
sponsoring Religious Rmindtable, 
began the proceedings by attackJng 
Judge O'Connor at a news conference. 
He insisted that her "public record is 
one of consistent and unequivocal sup. 
port of abortion." 

Mr. McAt~r, whose diplomatic' tat. 
ents have sometimes bridged gaps be- · 
tween other repglous groups loosely 
allied to the so-called new right, sug. 
gested that Jµdge O'Connor had tried to 
conceal her pro-abortion voting record 
In the Arizona Legislature in her deal­
ings with the Reagan Administration. 

Broken Promises Charged 
Howard W. Phillips, national director 

of the Conservative Caucus, said the 
nomination suggested that President 
Reagan had broken his promises to 'ap. 
point Judges ~ho opposed abortion . 

"It appears," he said, "that the so\,' 
, emn vows have been violated." . 

, Several speakers from specifically 
anti-abortion organizations joined in the 
attacks. · 

Then Mr. Falwell arrived a,nd began a 

news conference by saying that the rally 
"Is not, as far as I'm concerned, and I 
think I 11m 11peakJng for everyo!}e else, a 
meeting convened for the purpose of op. 
posing Judge O'Connor-or In any way 
taking a position for or against her con­
firmation." 

He· said he would take no stand until 
the Senat~ hearings on her nomination, 
scheduled to begin n_ext Wednesday in 
Washington, were completed. 

Questions on Judge's Record 
I 

The Rev. James Robison, another 
prominent evangelist, stopped short of . 
opposing Judge O'Connor outright. But 
he said her record raised very serious 

questions. "We need an answer," e 
sald, adding that the appolntm nt 
"could prove to be ooe of the motrt db -
aging•• Mr. Reagan had made. 

Toe approaches here reflect diffe g 
political judgments within the conseK-a­
tlve camp: Leaders of some organ!' • 
tions have said privately that they do 
not want to , make an all-out st d 
against the nomination because they x­
pect it to be approv~ without much dif­
ficulty and they do not want to ap •ar 
weak. 

But others, such as Peter Gemma r., 
executive director of the National P o­
Life Actlon Committee, have taken e 
nomination of someone with less than n 

absolute record of opposition to abortion 
as an affront. 

"We're made to look llk.e fools," Mr. 
Gtmima said. "lbat's why we're ¥J 
angry. Reagan bends over backwards to 
please those who have something 
againsthlm." 

Judge O'Connor has said 'she is per. 
sonally opposed to abortion but has de­
clined to discuss her votes on abortion. 

Mr. Gemma told the final seminar 
sessions that opponents of abortion, in 
view of the Supreme Court nomination, 
should be asking: "If Ronald Reagan let 
us down when we needed him most, why 
should we be there when he calls on us 
again?" 

Little Impact Is Found From 'Abortion Curb 
Continued From Page Al 

women had abortions paid for by state 
Medicaid funds and 29 percent us~ 
other sources of financing, including 
private finances, clinic subsidies and 
philanthropic donations. 

14,000 Births Among Group 
About : 5 percent of the women who 

might have sought abortions before the 
Hyde Amendment went into effect con­
tinued their pregnancies to term, result• 
Ing In an estimated ·14,000 births, and 
only 1 percent resorted to illegal or self. 
Induced abortions, Dr. Cates found. 

In the states that continued Medicaid 
financing for abortions, nearly 98 per, 
·cent of the women who sought an abor­
tion obtained one, according to the 
study. Only 2 percent had their babies 

and less than 1 percent had an !lie al 
abortion, ' the report said. These states 
accounted for 85 percent of the M1c• 
ald-flnuncod abortlona. They Incl, ti 

New York and California, where hal or 
the nation's Medicaid abortioll.i are r­
fonned. 

According to Richard Lincoln, v ce 
president of the Alan Guttmacher Iru ti­
tute, a nonprofit family planning e­
search agency, "the Hyde Amendm nt 
has ·been a source of great frustratio to 
the Right-to-Lite movement becaus It 
hasn't affected the number of abort! ns 
much at all. It's just made It much m re 
difficult for women most In need of a r. 
tlons to get them and made It lmpossl le 
for some." 
· However, Dr. · John C. Wlllke, pr sl­

dent of the National Right-to-Life cqm• 
mittee, a major force behind the H de 
Amendment, said: "The prime pu e 

of the Hyde Amendment was to take the 
Government out of the bU$1ness of pay. 
Ing for the killing of unborn babies. Gov­
ernment funding legitimizes this killing 
In U1e minds of muny pooplo. Wu 10111, 
lzod that many w,omen would find othllr 
means of financing abortions." 

In the fiscal year 1m. before the 
Hyde Amendment took ettect, 1.3 mil­
lion abortions were performed I.Ji the 
United States. Of those abortions, 
295,000, or about on~fourth, were ob­
tained by low-Income women and paid 

Jor by a combination of state and Fed­
eral Medicaid funds. 

The amendment, sponsored by Repr~ 
sentatlve Henry J. Hyde, Republican of 
llllnols, restricted Federal funds to 
those abortions done to save the · 
woman's life, to prevent "severe an,d 
long-lasting physical health damage" fo 
the woman and to terminate pregnan­
cies resulting from rape or lncesl. 
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