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THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE

She Prestdens has ccen ?/;

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20230

March 2, 1987

The President

The White House
Washington, D. C. 20500
Dear Mr. President:

To reiterate something you already know -- Howard

Baker was an inspired choice. He is not only smart and

experienced, but everyone likes him enough so they want

to help him.

Faithfully yours,

7

Malcolm Baldrige
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VieTorR H. KRULAK

7€es Corsslam aAX.
25 February 1987 /BG-M D-u-\( Q\L,-( Qutveg

The Honorable Ronald Reagan
President of the United States
The White House

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. President:

Gorbachev, with his "Peace Forum" circus, made
fools of a lot of Americans. His prime target is
your Strategic Defense Initiative, and it escapes
me why everyomne cannot see it.

I hope, close as you are to the day-to-day
action, that you do not minimize the immense
reservoir of trust and respect borne you by the
American people. It is they, sometimes despite the
editorial pages and six o'clock news, who sustain
you, support your and believe in you.

With all my good wishes always.

Sincerely,

(o
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 3, 1987

Dear Barney:

Thanks for the addition to my Russian joke
file. In return, do you know the one about
the Russian fellow on the street in Moscow
one night? A soldier yelled, "Halt!" The
fellow began to run and the soldier shot him.
Another man said, "Why did you do that?" The
soldier said, "Curfew." "But it isn't curfew
vet," the man said. The soldier said: "I
know, but he's a friend of mine; I know where
he lives. He couldn't have made it."

I didn't know you'd made that Russian trip,
and in such high-powered diplomatic company.
You know it's funny -- maybe I'm stale on
traveling, but I have no desire to leave town
unless it's to go to Californial

Well, all the best to you.

Sincerely,

AON

Col Barney Oldfield, USAF, Ret.
360 North Crescent Drive
Beverly Hills, California 90210
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360 North Crescent Drive, Beverly Hills, California 90210 213 859-5905

Col. Barney Oldfield, USAF (Ret)
(Consultant)

February 26, 1987

Dear President Ron:

When I was in Moscow, they told me this joke
which you can use to fatten your file:

A Soviet was asked to explain his idea of "job
satisfaction", and he said that each morning he rode the Metro to
work, full of enthusiasm to further the Soviet ideal, and
two stops down the line a beautiful girl gets on. "I think I
must meet her, must get close to her, must make love to her, and
then three stops later she gets off and I go on to work." At
the end of the day, tired, frustrated, he gets on the Metro to
go home, and at the usual stop, the girl gets on, too. "I loock at
her, and I don't:c want to have anything to do with her, and
I'm relieved when she gets off at her station." He said he
concluded that his job "satisfied" him.

You have no idea what a thrill it is to ride into
Moscow with such disarmament dandies as Chris Christofferson, Norman
Mailer, and Admiral Gene LaRocque and to see Yoko Lennon in the
airport complete with dark glasses when it was already tapdark to
see except by lamplight. The business roundtable, the one of the
eight that included me, was pretty clean of propaganda except that
one of the delegation finally surfaced with a long diatribe about
how wasteful it was to expend money on armaments when there were
so many other of humanity's problems it could serve better, He was
a Cuban! Who says these Soviet things are not laid on by some
guy with a sense of humor?

I have to make a presentation at the Defense Information
School of Ft. Benjamin Harrison, Indiana and I'm using that story,
maybe apochryphal about how on the way to your first inauguration
Carter told you "with no sadness at all, I begueath you Menochem Begin
and Sam Donaldson."

Don't tell me not to do it. I'm gonna say the Devil
made me do it, anyway. :

May all go well with yod/and Nancy, always, ‘

A
President Ronald Reagan, A\ka\*z
The White House,

1600 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20500
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

TQ: Biff Henley

FROM: KATHY OSBORNE

DATE: 3-4-87

Please have the 0ldfield letter
autopenned "Ron"

Thanks.

o P.S. David Chew is aware of the
P slight change.
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FROM
THE WHITE HOUSE

b.c.

WASHINGTON,

Joseph Lamagna

98 Maple Street

NY 10701

Yonkers,
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ﬁ.‘:’,\?é WRITER-PHOTOGRAPHER

JOSEPH LAMAGNA
98 MAPLE STREET
YONKERS, N.Y. 10701

ggﬁf

Ronald Reagan

President of the United States <
The White House . o,ef’?
1600 Pennsylvania Ave. : )

Washington, D C. 20500 \O[%j;;d'SQLQ-

Dear President Reagan,

I have enclosed & 1966 photograph of you and my brother Frank
taken when he ran unsuccessfully for the 34th. Congressional District
%gn Orange County, California and you won for Governoy then.

%&p. I would appreciate your autograph on this photo inscribed to
fﬁ} Frank so that I can mail it to him as a gift.
/
; I would also appreciate receiving an avtographed photo of you
and ¥rs. Beagan (if possible) personally inscribed to me from bo
of you., _ = : S

L

Many noted figures utilize secretaries or auvtomatic autographing

méchines as auto-pens. However, I would warmly prefer only your
personal touch instead.

A

Enclosed is & self addressed stamped envelope for your convenience
in replying. Thanking you in advance for this courtesy, I remain...

P.S. I hope this envelope makes it o your perscnel hands through
all the necessary clearances,
Please accept my apologies for intruding on your obviously
busy schedule. Thanks again and God Bless You.

AUTHOR:
WILD GAME COOKBOOK FOR BEGINNER & EXPERT
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 2, 1987

NOTE FOR SECRETARY BENNETT

FROM: NANCY J. RISM .J

The President has asked me to forward
the attached note and article to you.

L)LY #E2SS
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

DATE: 3/3/87

NOTE FOR: nNaNCY RISQUE

The President has
seen (R
acted upon 0

commented upon @ and written the
attached note
the attached; and it is forwarded to you for your:

information O

action 3

David L. Chew
Staff Secretary
(x-2702)

€C: gGenator Howard Baker
Original to Files g euummy
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MARCH 13, 1987
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NO MORE MR. NICE GUY

JOHN MCLAUGHLIN SCOPES OUT THE NEW CHIEF SPOOK
JOHN SIMON WASTES PLATOON

| illlé

l“”l 'I“l" LAWRENCE UZZELL UNCOVERS THE DOE RIGHTS SCAM



THE NUMBERS GAME / LAWRENCE UZZELL .—
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RUNNING THE RIGHTS SCAM AT DOE

MERICA'S PUBLIC SCHOOLS give

higher status to the value of

“equality” than do schools in
countries run by avowed Marxists. [t
i1s easier here than anywhere else in
the world to use equality as an excuse
for mediocrity. One reason is that we
have established entire educational in-
stitutions that specialize in disguising
education issues as civil-rights issues.
Probably the most important of these
is an obscure but powerful unit of the
U.S. Department of Education called
the Office for Civil Rights (OCR).

With 832 staffers, OCR commands
about one-fifth of the department’s to-
tal manpower, strategically deployed in
ten regional offices that investigate and
“advise” schools and colleges. Many of
this unit’s decisions would never sur-
vive referenda among the very groups
it claims to protect. Ignoring the
“back to basics” preferences of most
black and Hispanic families. it has
tried to mandate bilingual instruction,
outlaw father-son social events, forbid
school dress codes that distinguish be-
tween boys and girls, and crack down
on standardized tests and on schools
that group children by academic abil-
ity. [t intimidates principals who sus-
pend unruly students. prohibits single-
sex gym classes—and forces colleges to
finance abortions.

With all this, OCR has never vet
fully exercised the powers it theoreti-
cally claims. But its advances out-
number its retreats. The test for the
Reagan Administration is not whether
it is enforcing OCR’s regulations more
“reasonably,” but whether it is pre-
venting future.excesses by dismantling
regulations that grossly distort the civ-
il-rights laws. Except for one overrated
court decision, the Administration
flunks that test. OCR is ready for a

Mr. Uzzell. an editorial writer for Scripps
Howard newspapers, has heen covering ed-
ucation issues from inside and outside the
government for more than a decade.

Hart or Cuomo Administration to con-
tinue the agenda that Jlmmy Carter
left unfinished.

OCR’s hunting license is Title 34,
Subtitle B, Chapter I of the Code of
Federal Regulations—eighty-odd fine-
print pages that purport to interpret
about four paragraphs of civil-rights
law. Every word of this text was
written in the 1960s or 1970s—mostly
by OCR lawvers committed to femin-
ism and racial quotas. Ronald Rea-
gan’s appointees have made only one
substantive change: even that one was
initiated by the Carter Administration
when Joseph Califano decided that
regulating school dress codes was “non-
sense.”

OCR’s regulations are extraordinari-
ly detailed—especially in pushing what
Cornell political scientist Jeremy Rab-
kin calls ““unisex totalitarianism.”™ A for-
eigner reading these regulations could
easily conclude that Americans fought
a civil war over sex. not slavery.

F ENFORCED to the hilt, the regula-

tions would bar any community.

outside of a few enclaves such
as Greenwich Village, from running
schools that reflect its cultural prefer-
ences. The regulations forbid schools
to separate the sexes in any course,
except for contact sports. sex educa-
tion, and choruses “based on vocal
range or quality.” They command
schools and colleges to provide “equal
athletic opportunity™ for both sexes,
and they insist that colleges treat
“termination of pregnancy . . . in the
same manner . . . as any other tem-
porary disability.”

On racial questions. lawver and
psychologist Barbara Lerner of Prince-

ton, New Jersey. observes that OCR
“did some good work in the 1960s,
when the issue was real, hard-core

segregation in the South.” But its cur-
rent writ, composed by what she calls
“a biracial gang of bureaucrats. poli-

ticians, and street hustlers who make
their livings off rhetoric about racist
America,” embraces the ‘“race-con-
scious” strategies that became fashion-
able in the late 1960s and 1970s. [t
openly invites schools to engage in
preferential treatment: “Even though an
applicant or recipient [of Department
of Education grants] has never used dis-
criminatory policies . . . [its] services
and benefits . . . may not in fact be
equally available to some racial or
nationality groups. In such circum-
stances [it] may properly give
special consideration to race. color, or
national origin.”

OCR is “obsessed with numbers,™
says one Reaganite official in the De-
partment of Education. Its regulations
show it:"""A vocational education cen-
ter . . . will be presumed unlawfully
segregated if . . . it has since s
construction been attended primarily
by members of one race. national ori-
gin, or sex.” Are the students” chorces
free? Do authorities deliberately .teer
them by race? The regulations Jdo not

even acknowledge such issues: Both
implicitly and explicitly, they reduce
justice to statistics. The official hkens

OCR 1w Robert McNamara's Pentagon:
[ts “best and brightest”™ are “caught in
therr own machinery™ of body counts.
Some cuvil-rights veterans now scem
to agree. Charles Glenn of the Muas-
sachusetts Department of Educauen —
one of the principal architecis of bus-
ing in Boston—observes that
trving to repeat Qur successes.
the pavoff iy smaller and smaller
vou can't batter down the doors when
the doors are already down.” Now
supporter of parental chotce in educa-
tion. he suggests that “the nme
come for those of us who are commiz-
ted to racial justice and to the inter-
ests of poor children to consider lav-
ing to rest the strategies which ~erwed
us well 1n the 1960s and even mors
recentlv.” But Glenn's message has ..
to reach egalitarian zealots such -
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aeproseatative Ted Wesss (D, NY.)
Last year 2 Weiss subcommittee issued
a report condemning even the Reagan
Administration’s modest changes in
OCR for “refusing to fully use its
authorized powers of enforcement.”

In one sense Weiss is right. OCR
has never fuily enforced its own regula-
tions—which go far beyond the scope
“authorized” by law—for if it did,
parents and educators would revolt.
Consider, for example, the OCR re-

calls “negotiation.” To outsiders this
looks a lot more like *‘intimidation™;
Barbara Lerner calls it “bullying total-
ly innocent institutions.” Educators
must take time away from running
their own programs to placate out-
siders. Often they are caught in
squeeze plays between OCR and their
own zealots, such as faculty members
who file discrimination complaints just
before they come up for tenure. And
at every moment their treasuries and

Though it can withhold subsidies, OCR prefers
what it calls ‘negotiation.’ To outsiders

this looks more like ‘intimidation.’ The path of
least resistance is to convert to the OCR mentality

quirement that gvm classes be co-ed.
Once assured that her identity will
remain concealed, a Rocky Mountain
school official cheerfully reports that
her state does not obey and never has
obeyed OCR’s 1l-year-old regulation.
She says that in the 1970s the agen-
cy was “Gestapo-like” on other issues,
but apparently never foolhardy enough
to insist on this one.

Sometimes, however, OCR wins
without firing a shot. The Arlington,
Virginia, schoo! district, for instance,
did co-educate its gym classes even
though OCR had made no attempt to
enforce its regulation. When parents
sought to restore all-boy and all-girl
gvm classes, the school board refused
—despite a poll showing that most
gym teachers favored at least letting
children choose between mixed and
unmixed sessions. Some suggested
grouping children by athletic ability—
which would not have violated OCR’s
regulations—but the school board used
the regulations as an excuse for doing
nothing.

The Arlington experience shows
how hard it is to reverse OCR’s “re-
forms™ once they are entrenched. The
agency has forced schools to build
elaborate systems based on its ultra-
egalitarian assumptions, and those sys-
tems now have their own momentum.
Every Department of Education gran-
tee, for example, must appoint an
affirmative-action officer—whose power
and status depend on perpetuating the
OCR mentality.

Though empowered to withhold fed-
eral subsidies, OCR prefers what it

reputations are threatened by the
prospect of losing their federal grants.
The path of least resistance is to con-
vert to the OCR mentality—to start
thinking like a lawyer or statistician,
not like an educator,

Some of Reagan’s appointees have
challenged that. mentality. William Brad-
ford Reynolds, civil-rights chief at the
Department of Justice, has pushed
hard to restore the “color-blind™ phi-
losophy that originally inspired the
1964 Civil Rights Act. But his coun-
terparts at the Department of Educa-
tion—such as Harry Singleton. head of
OCR for most of Reagan’s first term
—have proved unwilling to push equal-
ly hard. Reynolds and Singleton re-
peatedly clashed over cases of alleged
discrimination.

NE sucH case involved elemen-
0 tary schools in Dillon, South
Carolina. Singleton asked the
Department of Justice to sue Dillon
“because a considerable number of reg-
ular school classes are raciaily identifi-
able, due to the method used by the
district for ability grouping.” Though
later OCR memos conceded that the
district “has not intentionally resegre-
gated its classrooms™ and that its prac-
tices were based on ‘“valid educational
and administrative reasons,” OCR want-
ed to make Dillon use “less racially
disproportionate methods.” Reynolds re-
jected Singleton’s recommendation, but
OCR s still trying to cut off federal
aid through administrative proceedings.
Singleton’s OCR ruled California’s

40 NatioNaL REVIEW / MARCH 13, 1987

community-college system guilty
discriminating against women and
norities in apprenticeship training.
agents did not try to prove that
state deliberately excluded minority
plicants, but relied purely on statist.
Since “minority students made up X
per cent of the 20,268 apprentices
the community colleges, compar
with 33.1 per cent of the general sta
population,” OCR demanded that Ca
fornia establish quotas to eliminate th
“under-representation.”

The California case directly unde
mined Reynolds's campaign again:
numerical “effects tests” OCR's af
proach to integrating state universitie
undermined his opposition to preferen
tial treatment. In 1983 Singleton sen
letters to the governors of Florida anc
Georgia demanding ‘“additional meas-
ures” beyond those their university sys-
tems had already accepted. He enclosed
a document suggesting ‘“‘sample meas-
ures for increasing black enroliment.,”
such as designating a fixed sum every
year “for scholarships for black grad-
vate and professional students. At least
S0 per cent of this money will be
earmarked for students pursuing degrees
in fields in which black student: are
under-represented . . .

As Reynolds observed in a blistering
memo to the Department of Educa-
tion, “Such a set-aside of scholarship
funds, available only to members of
one race without regard to whether
they are victims of discrimination, is

offensive to the principle of
nondiscrimination that this Administra-
tion has so staunchly defended.”

OCR demands in Florida and Geor-
gia were particularly serious because
they strengthened an assault on aca-
demic freedom that has been under
way for nearly two decades. The key
tool of this assault has been a legal
action called the Adams case, which
exploited a paradox of contemporary
jurisprudence: If you want to make
big government bigger, sue it. In 1970,
the Adams plaintiffs claimed to be
victims of discrimination in schooling,
but instead of suing schools they sued
the Federal Government—arguing that
OCR was not doing enough 10 en-
force the civil-rights laws. With the
NAACP Legal Defense Fund on one
side and the feds on the other. the
court’s attention was virtually monopo-
lized by those who wanted a more
interventionist OCR, shielded from the
democratic process. From 1973 to



1983 Dustrict Judge John Pratt issued
a series of orders with just that effect.
In Rabkin's words, these orders placed
an all-too-willing OCR in “judicial re-
ceivership.”

In 1978, OCR *‘obeved” one of the
orders by publishing one of the most
dishonest documents ever to appear in
the F.deral Register. This document,
entitled “Revised criteria specifving the
ingredients of acceptable plans to de-
segregate state systems of public higher

“the proportion of black faculty . . .
in positions requiring the doctoral de-
gree shall at least equal the proportion
of black individuals with the creden-
tials required for such positions in the
relevant labor market area.”

These supposedly non-arbitrary non-
quotas have never had the same legal
force as full-fledged regulations, but
OCR has never formally withdrawn
them. The Reagan Administration has
not yet certified one Adams state as

If the feds can regulate a school that merely
enrolls students who get subsidies, then

they can also regulate grocers

whose customers get Social Security checks

education,™  assured
“these criteria seek to preserve and
protect academic standards of excel-
lence™ and that they “need not and
should not lead to lowering academic
standards.” But in the very same para-
graph, OCR decreed that “under these
criteria and the goals they set, all
applicants must be able to compete
successfully . . . States may need to
innovate in seeking out talented
students who will profit from higher
education. They may need to broaden
definitions of potential; to discount the
effects of early disadvantage on the
development of academic competence:
and to broaden the talents measured
in admissions tests, But new and differ-
ent yardsticks for measuring potential
are not lower yardsticks. They can be
more valid measures of true potential
and talent.”

The *revised criteria™ insisted that
“these goals are not quotas. The de-
partment is opposed to arbitrary quo-
tas.” But three pages later OCR filled
in the details: The proportion of black
high-school graduates entering a state's
four-year colleges shall equal the pro-
portion of white graduates. An indi-
vidual campus that would have three
thousand black freshmen if enroliments
were perfectly proportional. but now
has only one thousand, shall raise the
number to two thousand within five
vears. Graduate schools shall enrolt
black alumni of the state’s colleges in
the same proportions as whites—and
this goal “shall be separately stated for
each major field of graduate and pro-
fessional study.” At each institution,

educators  that

having completed ‘“the desegregation
process”—even though these states
stopped excluding blacks from their
campuses a generation ago.

What the Adams case was to Jim-
my Carter’s OCR. the Supreme Court’s
1984 Grove Ciry ruling was to Ronald
Reagan’s—a chance to change key pol-
icies while pleading, “The judge made
us do it.” But Reagan's people failed
to take full advantage of their op-
portunity.

rove City COLLEGE, a private
G liberal-arts institution in Penn-
sylvania, challenged OCR on
two crucial principles. First: Can the
feds regulate a school that gets no
direct federal subsidies. but merely en-
rolls students who get such subsidies?
Second: Can thev regulate every pro-
gram at a school. not just the pro-
grams that get federal subsidies?
Though it affects fewer schools in
the short run, the first of these ques-
tions is by far the more important. If
the answer is yes—as OCR has always
assumed—then in principle Washing-
ton can also regulate grocers whose
customers receive Social  Security
checks., and perhaps even churches
that enjoy tax exemptions. If the gov-
ernment can treat its indirect benefici-
aries just like its direct beneficiaries,
the public and private sectors become
indistinguishable—as in totalitarian re-
gimes.
One Reaganite alumnus of the De-
partment of Education warns that this
principle could make it harder to pro-

42 NaTioNaL REviEw / MarcH 13, 1987

tect private schools from detailed te
ulation under voucher or tuition-ta
credit plans. “It is nearly impossible
avoid becoming a federal beneficiar
even when you deliberately try not
be,” he observes. “Another outcome
the pushing of people who do n«
practice the social religion of the go:
ernment farther and farther out of th
mainstream of society by barring ther
from anything the government fund:
regulates, or influences.”

But on this first question the Reagai
Administration took the same positior
in court as the Carter Administration
Only on the second question did the
Administration break with its predeces-
sors: It agreed with Grove City that a
federal research grant to a university's
physics department does not automat-
ically entangle. say. that university's
sports program.

The Supreme Court ruied 9 to 0
against Grove City College on the first
question, but 6 to 3 in its favor on
the second. The Reagan Administra-
tion, having ceded the most important
principle from the start, claimed a
total victory.

Will the Reagan years leave OCR
completely unreformed? No. The Ad-
ministration has moved in court to
dismiss the Adams case and may thus
win new opportunities to move away
from quotas. It already has discretion
to pronounce that a state university
system is finally desegregated: Its ver-
dicts on Adams states coming up for
review will help show how far its
commitment to “academic excellence™
goes beyond rhetoric. So will its will-
ingness to rewrite OCR’s hitherto sac-
rosanct regulations: One Administration
source says that “‘reasonable regs could
be just a few pages long.” not eighty.

Reagan’s appointees have improved
OCR’s dayv-to-day operations—though
often in ways a new Administration
could easily reverse. The agency no
longer subsidizes advocacy groups to
advise schools about real or alleged
discrimination. Some of its standard-
ized forms demanding information’
from schools have become shorter and
less burdensome. Its backlog of un-
resolved cases has been trimmed.

Like most of the Department of
Education, OCR has become more effi-
cient since 1980. But the Reagan Revo-
lution was supposed to mean more
than doing a better job of manag-
ing the social revolution imposed by

—
f

statists. .
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 4, 1987

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: ROBERT H. TUTTLE ﬂ

SUBJECT: PAS Withdrawl

by sY72/35
FGoiE-0_

Attached for your signature is a document withdrawing the
nomination of ROBERT M. GATES to be Director of Central

Intelligence.



March 1@, 1987

Received from the White House a sealed envelope said to

contain a withdrawal by the President for the following-named

person:
Robert M. Gates, of'Virginia
This.-Sealed envelope is also said to contain a nomination
by the President for the following-named person:

James Abdnor, of South bakota

(/-

(Secretary off the Senate)

é330fh

(Time received)




The Presidens las se3n 3/ ;{
The Deputy Director of Central Intelligence A

Washington, D.C. 20505

o

Qv

2 March 1987

The President
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. President:

It is apparent that there is strong sentiment in
the Senate to await completion, at minimum, of the
work of the Senate Select Committee on Iran before
acting on my nomination. 1 believe a prolonged period
of uncertainty would be harmful to the Central
Intelligence Agency, the Intelligence Community and
potentially to our national security.. Accordingly,

I respectfully request that you withdraw my nomination

to be Director of Central Intelligence. I am deeply
honored that you chose me for this high position and

I pledge my full support and assistance to whomever

you select, and the Senate confirms, as the next Director.

Sincerely,

' Robert M




3/3/87

Amy Weist has been asked to
prepare an undated Tuttle
memo relating to this
withdrawel.

dwe
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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release : March 2, 1987.

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

With great regret I have agreed to Robert Gates' request that his
name be withdrawn as the nominee to be Director of Central
Intelligence. I met with Bob this afternoon. He asked me to
withdraw his nomination rather than proceed with extended -
consideration by the Senate.

I have asked Bob to continue serving as Deputy Director of
Central Intelligence under the new director, and I look forward
to working with him during the next two years. He is a
remarkably talented and dedicated man who has served five
Presidents with great professional skill and integrity. I have
been impressed with the class he has shown under the enormous
pressures of recent weeks. At any other time, I am certain that
he would easily have been confirmed without delay.

It is clear that at this point confirmation proceedings would not
be in the interest of the CIA or the Nation. Mr. Gates has done
an outstanding job as Acting Director and will continue to serve
in this capacity until a new Director is confirmed.






