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HENRY SALVATORI
1901 AVENUE OF THE STARS
L.os ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90067
TELEPHONE 213-277-3444

July 29, 1987

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

Dear Mr. President:

I am enclosing an essay on presidential "prerogative" by
Professor Harry Jaffa, which I recommend for your perusal.

I suggest that at the appropriate time you point out to the
Congress and the American people that you had the prerogative to
initiate the Iran initiative, and while you did not approve the
diversion of funds to the Contras, that the action of North and
Poindexter to do so cannot be considered a criminal offense since
this was not for personal gain or advantage.

These thoughts are simply for your consideration by someone
whose mind is a thousand miles away from the foggy atmosphere
inside the beltway.

As always, best wishes to you and Nancy from Grace and me.

‘With loyalty and affection,

Respectfully,

ﬁinry Sgfvatori

HS: j1
Enclosure
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

August 5, 1987
MR. PRESIDENT:

Senator David Boren (D-0K)
asked Howard Baker to give
you the attached letter
privately. You may want to
read it before your 9:30
meeting tomorrow, which Sen.
Boren will attend. Although
Boren discusses Central
American policy, his main
point seems to be
Congressional oversight of
national security and
intelligence issues.

"

Rhett Dawson
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UNITED STATES REPRESENTATIVE
TO THE

EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES

40, BOULEVARD DU REGENT, B3
1000 BRUSSELS, BELGIUM

July 27, 1987

The President of the United States
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

More than most, I know how busy your schedule is and I
have never intruded on it since I left the White House, I
have often thought of writing to you to encourage you and
offer support in these last few difficult months and I
think you know how most of us feel about you and the
Administration.

However, when I got the news yesterday of Mac
Baldrige's sudden and awful death, I wanted to share with
you some thoughts. When you first appointed me to the
Administration as Assistant Secretary of Commerce, he was
my first boss, and what a great boss he was.

He was exactly what he appeared to be, a tough
negotiator, but he was straight up all the way. When Mac
said yes, it was yes, when he said no, it was no, and you
never had to worry about signal changes, end runs and
quixotic policy shifts, He was one of the most decent,
humane people it has ever been my privilege to work with,

I think that communicated itself to the business
community, to Congress, and to others. 1In that regard, he
was very similar to you and, for a fellow like me coming
out of the private sector into Washington, I could not
have a finer teacher and boss. And I thank you for it.
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Long after we have all left Washington, I think the
thing that will stay with us is the people we have met and
worked with and the hours spent in the good fight for what
we knew was right. I wanted you to know that Mac Baldrige
was a class act in that struggle.

Mr. President, the hearings are about to enter the
final week and I want you to know that I am confident the
people understand what you did, why you did it and that
you still have time to once again create and dominate the
agenda for the future. As always, I stand ready to serve
you.

Best regards.

Sincerely,

Al fred H. Kingon
Ambassador
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Dceputy Directors

Washingtan, 0.C. USA 20005

July 30, 1987

President Ronald Reagan
The White House

Washington, D.C. 20501

Dear Mr. President:

I just watched the tape of your beautiful
message to our Special Olympians. What a
marvelous friend you are. Millions of people
who see this on television next Monday night
will know of your kindness and compassion to
our special friends, and they will feel the
true heart of this country.

Our visit to the White House was one that
I and the Special Olympians will not forget.
How gracious of you to take the time to shake
each hand, arrange the group picture, give each
athlete gifts, and tell them something about
George Gipp, an athlete they will try to emulate.

We are sorry you and Nancy could not be
in South Bend on August 2nd for opening ceremonies.
How far we have come since 1968. There will be
5,000 athletes on the field and 60,000 people
in the stands including 10,000 family members.
How proud they will be to hear your words and to
know how much their sons and daughters are
appreciated and respected.

Thank you for being so generous to Special
Olympics and to me. You have helped give a
new sense of pride and confidence to our mentally
retarded citizens. ‘I know they will not disappoint

\you. N .

Don't forget to watch our Opening Ceremonies
Special on ABC TV next Monday night (August 3)
from 9-11 p.m. You will see and hear some of our

Created by The Joseph P. Kennedy, Jr. Foundatfon for the Benefit of Citlixens with AMental Retordation.

202) 628-3530
telex 420730 ITS
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greatest stars sing and dance and speak on
behalf of the special people of the world.
I believe that the most beautiful message of
all will be yours.

Like the Gipper you took us down the

field today to the five yard line and we
scored. Thank you.

Please give my best regards to Nancy.

Sincerely,

gun,cto

Eunice Kennedy Shriver
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Ken Murray
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August 5, 1987

President Ronald Reagan
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave,
Washington, D,C. 20500

Dear Ron:

Your birthday wire made my 84th a very

special day and I deeply appreciate your
thoughtfulness,

I'm so glad you're in good health and
every thing is looking brighter.

Bette Lou joins me in wishing you and
Nancy happiness always. God bless you,

You,

KM/bl

aﬂzgﬁgxw”“”””“““ﬁn
2370 Bowmont Drive

Beverly Hills, Ca, 90210
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THE WHITE HOUSE 5 : .
Heoeiyed © 8
WASHINGTON )
(SH AT SRR
August 7, 1987

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

THROUGH: THOMAS C. GRISCOM -
FROM: THOMAS F. GIBSONY]
SUBJECT: Draft Written Interview for USA Weekend Magazine

Attached, for your consideration and approval, is a written
interview to appear in USA Weekend Magazine. The magazine was
established by Gannett just over a year ago and now has a
circulation of over 13 million.

The piece is to be published during the first week of September
and features your views on the Constitution.



PRESIDENTIAL INTERVIEW FOR USA WEEKEND MAGAZINE

If you were to teach a grade school class tomorrow about the
Constitution, what would you tell them is the most important?

There are two things that I would want to emphasize to young
people. The first is that our Constitution was written,
more than anything else, with the young people of America in
mind. It was written for me when I was a boy; it was
written for today's young people; and it was written for a
future generation of young Americans not yet born. The
heart of our Constitution is the promise that each
succeeding generation will have the liberty and opportunity
enjoyed by the parents of that generation, and, that each
generation should have the ability to extend those
opportunities.,

It says so right up front in the preamble -- "to secure the
blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterlty . . . We
do ordain and establish this Constitution. . . .
I would want to make another general point to young students
and for that matter, students of all ages, including those

of my generation. Our Constitution represents a benchmark in
human history. Our system of government, generally outlined
in the first three articles of the Constitution, is the
longest running and most imitated model for government on
Earth. But the reason isn't necessarily found in those

first three articles. It is found in the first three words
of our Constitution: "We The People."

The source of our stability is not in words printed on
parchment, elegant as they may be. Our constitutional
tradition is rooted in a commitment of government for the
people and by the people -- that government should be the
servant of the people and not the other way around. That is
why our system has survived and prospered when similar
constitutional governments of other countries have folded
during the past 200 years.

When and where did you first learn about the Constitution?
Who taught you? What stuck with you most?

Much like today's children, I was exposed to the basic
documents of America's founding while I was in grade school.

I can't pinpoint exactly when I began serious study of the
Constitution, but it grew out of a time when I began doing a
lot of public speaking. I was getting more and more conscious
of what seemed to be an increase of Federal authority at the
expense of local and State government and, yes, the

individual citizen. I was interested in finding out for
myself what the Constitution had to say about liberty.



I also had access to the constitutions of other nations,
including that of the Soviet Union. I was surprised at how
many things in those other constitutions were similar to
provisions in our own. Two examples stick with me. Article
50 of the Soviet constitution guarantees freedom of speech,
freedom of the press, and of assembly, meetings, street
processions and demonstrations. That is not far from our
First Amendment. Other articles guarantee freedom of
religion, freedom of conscience, and a whole host of other
freedoms that would certainly be news to the Soviet peoples.

There is a catch. 1It's in Article 39 of the Soviet
constitution, and it basically states that individual
freedoms must not be to the detriment of the interests of
the state. There, in a simple statement, is where our two
systems differ. The Soviet system puts the state first; we
put the people first. Thus, despite lofty words in its
constitution, harsh repression is commonplace in the USSR.

To get back to your first question: It might be a bit early
to have grade school children read the constitutions of
other governments and study the philosophy behind them, but
I would certainly commend it to anyone interested in a
better appreciation of our own system. That is how my
interest was first kindled.

Is the constitutional principle of checks and balances

between the legislative and executive branches of government
violated, or at least weakened, when an Administration official
lies to Congress, as Lt. Col. Oliver North says he did?

The relationship of shared powers the Constitution created
among the legislative, judicial, and executive branches is
strained whenever members of one branch don't deal in a
straightforward manner with members of another. You don't get
any argument from me there.

Probably you have been displeased with some of what has been
written in the press about the Iran-Contra affair. The
Constitution guarantees all of us, including the press, the
right to free speech. But do you think the press goes too far?

I am an ardent supporter of a vigorous free press. I first
earned my living as a radio broadcaster 55 years ago, and

did so again before I ran for President. I spoke out freely
on the issues of the day then, and I support that freedom now.
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I recently vetoed legislation that would have codified
content-based regulation of the editorial judgments of
broadcast journalists by the Federal government. I'll note
that the Federal Communications Commission recently joined
me in this view by voting unanimously to abolish the so
called "Fairness Doctrine." In the same way that I don't
believe that the government, via a so-called Fairness
Doctrine, should be in the business of telling a free press

what to say, I don't believe that a responsible press goes
too far.

I think by and large, the media will be seen to have covered
all aspects of the Iran-Contra affair.

The Supreme Court has interpreted the Constitution to
guarantee citizens a right to privacy. You support some
testing for drugs in the workplace. Does that not violate a
person's right to privacy?

The Supreme Court has issued many decisions that affirm the
Fourth Amendment's guarantee against unreasonable searches
and seizures. However, it has not ruled on drug testing of
employees, and lower courts have upheld the right of
employers to test for drug use.

I am a strong believer in a person's privacy interests. But
I am also a strong believer in defending and protecting
innocent lives and fighting drug abuse wherever it may
exist. For the sake of our workers and their ability to
work most effectively, I want drugs out of the workplace.

So I have advocated drug testing programs for employees in
sensitive positions where public safety, national defense,
or the health of fellow workers would clearly be threatened
by drug use -- in air traffic control towers, for example.

I also believe in each employee's right to a drug-free
workplace. Diligent workers are, and should be, offended by
drug use by others on the job. It goes way beyond simple
consideration, it's plain dangerous.

On the actual testing program, my Secretary of Health and
Human Services, Dr. Otis Bowen, and personnel officials
government-~wide have produced guidelines that ensure
privacy, accuracy of test results, and treatment for those
who may be using drugs.

The American people are serious about ending illegal drug
abuse in America, and I am serious about fulfilling the
Federal goverment's role in that crusade. Testing for drugs
in the workplace must be included in the overall federal
effort. I believe a recent poll from your parent newspaper
USA Today backed this up by saying an overwhelming majority
of Americans -- 89 percent -~ favor testing.
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One of the biggest tests facing you this fall is the
confirmation of your nominee to the U.S. Supreme Court,
Robert Bork. The Senate can reject your choice for many
reasons, including political and ideological ones -- and, in
fact, has done that in the past with other Presidents.

Would you object to that kind of Senate decision, and why?

Outstanding jurisprudence is the fair and time-honored
criteria that generations of Americans have used to select
our Supreme Court Justices.

Excellence was the criterion used by the Senate when it
consented to the appointment of eight justices between 1937
and 1943 by Franklin Roosevelt. Excellence was the
criterion used by the Senate when it confirmed Sandra Day
O'Connor and Antonin Scalia to join the Supreme Court. I
have to believe the American people wouldn't stand for a
change in that rule now.

I am confident that any concerns raised by political
opponents will be answered during a fair and thorough review
of Judge Bork's record during his confirmation hearings.

He is a mainstream jurist who decided with the majority on
the Court of Appeals 94 percent of the time and has never
had a ruling reversed by the Supreme Court. Judge Bork is
widely praised from all sectors of the legal community for
his intellect and his impressive legal background. 1Indeed,
he has received endorsements from Justice Paul Stevens and
President Carter's White House Counsel, Lloyd Cutler.

I expect his prompt and fair consideration when the Senate
reconvenes shortly. And I expect him to be confirmed as a

member of the Supreme Court when the Court begins its next
term in October.

If you had been present at the Constitutional Convention 200
years ago, what would you have changed in the document?

In the first place, I would been on the side of those who
vigorously argued for a Bill of Rights. But three other
problems with the original document come to mind
immediately: The political compromise to count black
Americans, then held as slaves, as 3/5 a person; denying
women the right to vote; and the decision not to include a
provision within the Constitution that the Federal
government live by a balanced budget.

As I'm sure you're aware, the so-called three-fifths rule
was amended out of existence by the Fourteenth Amendment.
Women were given full voting rights in the Nineteenth
Amendment. The fact that these two original problems have
since been addressed is a reassuring demonstration that our
Constitution is a "living document" and has been up to the
task of growing with America.
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There have been 26 amendments to the Constitution. What
would you like the next amendment to be?

As you know, I have advocated a number of amendments to the
Constitution: An amendment that would protect the life of
unborn children; an amendment that would return voluntary
public prayer to the classroom in the same way the Supreme
Court, the House, and the Senate begin each session -- with
voluntary prayer; repeal of the Twenty-Second Amendment that
would allow Americans to elect the President of their
choice, regardless of how many terms he or she may have

already served; and an amendment that would require a
balanced federal budget.

Thomas Jefferson was a strong advocate of a balanced budget
provision in the Constitution. Perhaps if he had not been
in Paris when the Constitution was being written, we would
have a balanced budget requirement in the Constitution
today.

As it is, I will continue to seek a balanced budget
amendment that will control Federal spending and require a
supermajority vote before Congress can raise your taxes.

Margaret Thatcher and a lot of other foreign leaders have
voiced a mixture of bemusement and amazement that the U.S.
President's policies are so picked over, subject to
constraints, etc. Do you ever find yourself envying those
world leaders who aren't so constrained?

Never., In fact, just being a citizen of the United States,
let alone President, accounts for my being the envy of most
foreign leaders I meet. Living under the constraints, as

you call them, of our system of government is a small price

to pay for the privilege of serving the American people in
this office.

If you had the last year to do over again, what would be
different?

In my talk to the American people on August 12th, I outlined
as clearly as I could where I thought mistakes in judgment
were made in the past, how I am going to correct them and
what the goals are for my remaining time in office. These
goals include continuing economic prosperity, getting the
best judicial talent like Judge Bork, and democracy
throughout the world and, in particular, regions like
Central America, Afghanistan, and the Persian Gulf.

But let me make a point, if you don't mind, about something
that I would do the same: I would work aggressively for the
historic tax reforms that brought income tax rates to their
lowest levels in the lifetimes of most Americans.
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The economic prosperity that tax cuts have delivered and
will continue to bring to the American people -- millions of
new jobs and the lowest unemployment level in eight years,
lower poverty levels, and higher standards of living -- will
be of real and enduring value in the lives of every
American, even those not yet born.

In the past few months, a lot of people have been quite
critical of you. When you are alone, are you hard on yourself
as well? Has it caused you to blame yourself for anything?

I am probably my own most severe critic. When I accepted the
job of President, I accepted the responsibility for my decisions
and for the decisions of those who act with my authority.

But I'll also note that it is not my style to dwell on
mistakes and brood over them. If problems are identified,
as they have been in my Administration, they have been
fixed, and lessons have been learned.

In just a few days you'll be just back from a three-week
vacation at the ranch. After all that has happened in the
past year, and looking toward a rough time in the Bork
confirmation hearings this fall, is coming to work still fun
for you? What do you say to yourself on the mornings when
you have an especially difficult situation to confront?

It's no secret that I enjoy spending time out of doors at my
ranch in California. Like most Americans coming off a
vacation, I will be refreshed and ready to get back to the
job at hand. Though, as I have said before, Presidents

don't get vacations, they just get a change of scenery. The
job is always with you.

You mentioned the Bork confirmation hearings. As I've just
said, I believe that given a chance to be heard before the
Committee and the Senate, the confirmation of Judge Bork
will proceed with dispatch. Another issue which has taken
much more time than the ten weeks or so to get Judge Bork to
Judiciary Committee hearings, is meaningful nuclear arms
reduction with the Soviets. As you know, these talks have
consumed considerable time and energy for several years and

we have made steady progress. I look for the progress to
continue into the fall.

On the second part of your question: Yes, I very much enjoy
the work entrusted to me in the job of President. Fun may
not be the exact word for it, but there are moments. And
during those unpromising mornings -- we all have them and
there will be some in September -~ it is helpful to remember
that there have been other difficult days. I think to
myself, "I have weathered those, so I will surely make it
through the day ahead."
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You have 16 months ahead of you as President. Tell us one
thing you hope to get done in that time, and one thing you
know you won't be able to accomplish that you had hoped to.

I have many ambitions for our country and we've talked about
a few of them. One answer to both questions is full
adoption of ten provisions of our Economic Bill of Rights in
general, and a balanced federal budget in particular.

As I've said, I hope to see Congress pass an amendment to
the Constitution for a balanced budget that will include
greater protection for American taxpayers by requiring more
than a majority of Congress to pass new taxes; and, provide
the President the authority to cut excessive spending where
Congress lacks the will -- a line item veto. I want a
"Truth in Spending" provision that will get the facts to the
American people about what's going on here in Washington
with the taxpayers' dollars.

I recognize that the budget will not come into balance
during my term. That appears to be the one pledge from 1980
that I will not accomplish, although we have forced spending
growth down almost 85 percent during the last six and a half
years, and spending is now declining in real terms for the
first time ever. But, as you know, Congress writes the
money bills and has its own spending agenda.

The budget deficit is clearly on a declining path that will
bring it into balance in the next few years. I will leave
that happy reckoning to my successor.

When Hollywood makes a movie of your presidency, what actor
would you like to see cast as Ronald Reagan?

I think you're making a rather large leap ahead of the plans
of any movie producer I know. I'm afraid I have no good
answer for you here. First of all, I've never dreamed
anyone would make such a picture. But if they ever do make
a movie, I hope the producer is friendly to what I've done
and tried to do while in office and doesn't believe
everything that's been written about me.

In your acting days, if Hollywood had made a movie about the
Constitutional Convention, whom would you like to have
portrayed, and why?

Obviously there are a number of individuals anyone would
feel honored to play. But, that's hard to answer without
seeing the script and there are other factors an actor would
have to consider. How did the screenwriter treat that room
full of honorable men? To whom did he give the best lines?
Take Madison, for example -- the father of the Constitution
and of the Bill of Rights., He'd be a good role, but what's
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to say a screenwriter wouldn't focus on his early political
education, where he lost a Virginia legislative contest to

James Monroe because he didn't provide free whiskey at the
polling place?

In the end, any actor would be honored to play any of those
great men. In fact, I think a popular movie about those
lives and those times would not only be good entertainment
but good education for us all.





