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Morton,
Regarding your proposed position paper on abortion: let me begin by
reiterating the suggestion that, instead of discussing the isst --
or the issues -- you might best simply compile RR's statements on the
subject over the years. I should explain the reason for that advice.
The more you say about this subject, the more specific you must
be concerning such matters as exceptions for life of the mother;
exceptions for rape and incest; fetal deformity, etc.; criminal
penalties; state/federal enforcement mechanisms; difference between
conception (fertilization) and implantation and, consequently,
difference between contraceptives (properly defined) and IUDs and
morning after pills; the effect of anti-abo legislation on marketing
and usage of abortifacient devices or chemicals (prostaglandins, etc.).
Morton, it is all scarey. There are superb answers to every
one of these issues/dilemmas. But to present them, you would have
to so refine RR's position that no one down there would tolerate it.
That is why we have tried, and sometimes succeeded, to get
from RR, both as candidate and as president, commitments that would
(1) lock him into supporting the movement's major initiatives and
i
above.
Let me give you just one example. During the campaign of 81,
about in May, Mrs. R. at a party here in D.C. was asked by the press
pout >0. She affi ed her agreement with RR. Then, pressed by
reported on the hypothetical siti :ion of unmarried girl who is

pregnant -- the o0ld "hard questions" ploy -- she made an exception




Now,

the same thing can happen if you try to get too detailed

with RR's position. Can you imagine the movement's reaction if

the senior staff qualifies this or that commitment, putting in

an exception here or watering down this or that pledge? All of

us, from Wilke to Helms, would go through the roof.

On the other hand, if you stick to RR's past statements, no one

in the West Wing Trailer Camp has any excuse to alter his words.

You are just reprinting what has already been agreed to. For examples,
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“a paragraph or two from Helene's marvelous book,

l

Sincerely, Rnnald Reacan, Her pages on abortion -- which

are RR's words on the subject as governor -- are terrific
In addition, Helene would be flattered that MORTON
BLACKWELL has used her book as authoritative. She is a

good ally for you to have.

*RR's letter to Nellie Gray in Feb. 1980, at the start

of the primaries. This was written by Tom McMurray,
and it was the most important single pledge to the
Movement in activating troops for 1981. It has almost

legendary status.

*TI would NOT use -- though I am enclosing a copy --

RR's telegram to Fr. Fiore of Feb. 15, 1981. The problem

is the refer 1ce to RR's vice president. You don't want
tt £ ILdwv 1r , I thi t le >h would t}

interpreted, I am sure, as your assault on Bush's

standing.

*RR's off-the-cuff remarks at a press conference early

in 1981, when he made his famous reference to what you

would do if you found a 1 31y in the road and didn't

know if it was dead or alive. Bauer should have that on






That about does it. There ARE more RR statements on this
subject, but, as far as I know, they are all in his private
correspondence. To George Will, for example. And you probably

could not use those for public distribution.

You will notice that I have not mentioned the 1~ atform.

Proud as I am of it, its inclusion would be sure to give you

trouble.

Morton, please may I say candidly how important I think it
is, now, for you to circulate as many of these statements as
possible. They are the only thing this Administration has to offer
on the issue. Almost all its actions have been diamegtrically

opposed: AID population:xontrol funding increases,

appointments like Wyngaarden,

lobbying, even through the Vice President, for an abortion
zealot from the Ford Foundation to be vice president of the
UN Fund for Pop. Activities,

packing AID with pro-abortion activists, including the
"conservative" John Bolton,

senior staff public repudiations, in press interviews,
of RR's abortion position (Meese and Gergen, 1981),

May, 1981, opposition to any restrictions on abortion
funding in Senate vote (Hatfield vs. Helms),

¢ 1 m . I ¢ ns, 1, ¢
at Nat] L : Child Development,

fostering of abortion by military commanders and the
military academies, among female soldiers and cadets,

thus-far-suppressed Justice Dept. memos -~ stopped early
this year by some of my most vicious threats -- utilizing
NARAL propaganda to raise questions about any Human

Life Amendment, T

the continuation of tax exemption for abortion clinics,
even during the assault on religious schools.



Now, I know you don't approve of any of that. But it does make
an interesting litany, and it makes your project all the more
urgent. I ‘haps it can be used to convince West Wingers to

approve your project.

Perhaps it may be used in other ways, too. But that will be
my doing.

Take care,

-



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 26, 1982

MEMORANDUM FOR MORTON C. BLACKWELL

DOUGLAS F. MARTIN &#m

Information that you have requested on the
subject of Right to Life

FROM:

SUBJECT:

The materials which you have asked me for have been located,

id copies of the material are provided for you.

The only

material included herein which must be returned is the book
hich must be returned to the OEOB Library.

ENCLOSURE A SINCERELY, RONALD REAGAN

ENCLOSURE B Letter to Nellie Gray

ENCLOSURE C Portions from President Reagan's press
conference on March 6, 1981

ENCLOSURE D Transcript which President Reagan read
from to tape message for the Right to
Life Convention on July 12, 1982

ENCLOSURE E Memorandum for the Attorney General and
Secretary Schweiker of April 30, 1982

ENCLOSURE F Letter to Senator Helms of April 5, 1982

ENCLOSURE G Message from President Reagan read by
Secretary Schweiker for the 1982
Washington March for Life

ENCLOSURE H-1 Statement by then Governor Reagan on
abortion

ENCLOSURE H-2 Policy Statement by then Governor Reagan
and George Bush on abortion after the
1 1N 1

~JC_JSURE H-3 Portions from President Reagan's press
conference on January 19, 1982

ENCLOSURE H-4 Letter to Mr. Beckett of the Intercessors
of America

% L0SUTT H-5 I : - to ™ . Ho t! 1king him for a

copy of tI o0k v Perspectives on Hi an

nknvtf- 1T An




ENCLOSURE

ENCLOSURE

ENCLOSURE

ENCLOSURE

ENCLOSURE

ENCLOSURE

Portions from Presidential Document
Seri as of February 26, 1982

Letter to Mr. Sheehan of the Massa-
chusetts Citizens for Life, Inc.

Letter to Mr. Packard thanking him for
a copy of Life Lines

A Quote for Publication

Letter to Dr. Driesbach of the Cali-
fornia Pro-Life Medical Association

Letter from President Reagan to Rep-
resentative Hyde concerning the
Bloomington baby









The enclosed letter from President Reagan to Nellie
Gray, dated February 7, 1980, was hand-carried to Nellie

at her home,

This letter prompted a news release by Nellie
asking for prolife support for Mr. Reagan's candidacy.
The important part of the President's letter was his
support for the Helms/Dornan '"PAramount HUMAN LIFE

AMENDMENT "'

The February 7, 1980 letter also prompted the
active participation of Nellie and prolifers from the
N.H., Y., R.I., area for the Presidential primary
in New Hampshire, as shown by a newspaper clipping

fri  the Manchester (N.H.) Union Leader,

Support of the '"Paramount HUMAN LIFE AMENDMENT" precludes
s port for the HATCH so-called '"federalism'" amendment,

because the provisions of these two amendment are antithetical,

ENlL_._51 B



S RESS RELEASE
Netlee ¥ G-
: ' o February 9, 1980

- —_— e - —_— — — —

818 SiXTH STREET, S.E.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20003

(202) 847-8721

Miss Nellie J. Gray of Washington, D. C. se an opportunity for our Country
to be led by a prolife Chief Executive, and is, therefore, supporting the candidacy of
Honorable RONALD REAGAN for President.

The announcement came this we when Nellie received a personal letter from
Governor Reagan, which clarifiéd the candidate's statement read to the MARCH FOR LIFE
on January 22, 1980. In that statement, Mr. Reagan reiterated his support for the

'olife cause, saying that he would support a human life amendment.

But, will it be the Helms/Dornan hParamount" HUMAN LIFE AMENDMENT, Nellie

ked. '"Yes, d," ¢ : the reply from Governor Reagan. |

Now, Nellie saw a clear choice between a prolife frontrunner, Mr., Reagan, and
several non-pro-life Republican and Democratic frontrunners. The decision was easy.
"I must do what I can to try to elect a prolife President, she said, and sent this
message: Dear Governmor Reagan, .

Thank you very much for yodr February 7 letter
and the good words for the MARCH FOR LIFE, Ine,

I shall do what ~ . personally to assist your
candidacy for President of the United States, and,
“hopefully, we can secure the Helmg/Dorman "Paramount"
HUMAN LIFE AMENDMENT for our beloved America very soon.

' Sincerely in Life, |
/8/ . Nellie
Migs Nellie J. Gray .

In giving her personal support to Governor Reagan's candidacy, Nellie acknow-

Philip M. Crane. (R-I11), who hﬁs consistently voted against public funding of abortions,
d has also co-sponsored the Helms/Dornan amendment.
Nellie explained that her choice now is not among the excellent prolife candi-
dates, but between the frontrunning prolife and proabortion candidates. The choice is
for the prolife frontrunning Presidential candidate, Mr. Reaéan.

...... B30 = = =« -«



RONALD REAGAN

February 7, 1980

3 Ne lie J. Gray
President,
March for Life
515 - 6th Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

[ ir Nellie:

I v ;5 pleased to hear from Senator Schweiker and Congress-
man Dornan of the inspiring pro-life presence at this year's
March for Life.

As always, you are to be commended for your outstanding
efforts to mobilize America's traditional respect for all
innocent human life.

The support of the more than 100,000 marchers for the
paramount Human Life Amendment clearly demonstrates that the
American people share our mutual concern for the sacredness
of every innocent life. ‘

I hope that future Marches for Life will be addressed by
a President of the United States who shares the historic
respect for life embodied in the Hippocratic oath.

More importantlv, I hope that enactment of the Helms/
Dornan Human Life Amendment will obviate the need for such
tragic anniversaries.

May God speed that day.

¢ (o

RONALD REAGAN

Reagan for President — Uinited States Senator Paul Laxalt, Chairman: Bay Buchanan, Treasurer.
A copy of our report is filed with and available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C. 20463
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515 SIXTH STREET, S.E.
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20003

(202) 547-6721

Februany §, 1980

Hononable Ronald Reagan
9481 Ainpont Bud., Suite 1430
Los Angeles, California 90045

Dean Goverwnon Rer-n,

Thank you very much for your February 7 Letter and the
good wonds forn the MARCH FOR LIFE, Inc.

1 shall do what 1 can pe ~ally to assist your candidacy
§on Presdident of the United States, and, hopefully, we can secure
the Helms /Dornan "Paramount" HUMAN LIFE AMENDMENT for our beloved

Amenica very soon.







Administration of Ronald Reagan, 1981 Mar. 6

from the past and from what we have
been able to project now, indicates that
will take place again under this plan. And
that won’t be inflationary; that will be

pful to the business cuts we’re propos-
ing in stimulating investment to increase
productivity.

Bill Groody [Mutual Broadca: 2
Sys 1]

OIL PRICE DECONTROL

Q. Mr. President, this morning’s whole-
sale price figures seem to indicate that the
fuel prices are still one of the prime mo-
tivating forces behind spiraling inflation.
In light of this, are you having any second
thoughts about your decision to decon-
trol the price of domestic o1l especially in
light of some estimates by economists that
it ©  caused the price of gasoline to rise
as much as 14 cents a gallon?

TuEe PresmenT. No, because we only
advanced decontrol. It was supposed to
take place in a few months anyway. And
the increase in the price of gasoline today
is only partly due to that decontrol. rart
of it was due to the decontrol that had
begun under the previous administration.
The major part of it was the latest in-
crease in OPEC prices, and our decon-
trolling now only amounts to three or four
cents of the increase in the price of gaso-
line, and that would have taken place in
October anyway, that same decontrol.

We do believe that as time goes on,
though, we’re going to see increased ex-
ploration and development of oil in this
country, and that is the road toward

oly h

d 1-
son, and I don’t have any regrets about
the change we made. I think the increase
in drilling that has taken place, the wells
that were unprofitable to pump—in 1976
we had some 400 wells in California that
were closed down simply because at the

price that the Government would allow
them to charge they could not bring the
oil to the surface for that price and sell it.
Well, wells like that now under decontrol
go back into production.

Larry Barrett [Time, Inc.].

SOVIET GRAIN EMBARGO

Q. Mr. President, at your f p
conference you were asked about the
Soviet grain embargo, and you said there
were really only two options, either to
abandon it or to broaden it. Can you tell
us which it’s going to be, and if you
haven’t reached a decision yet, can you
tell us what factors are still at play here?

THEe PrREsipENT. We haven’t reached
a decision. I think all of us would like to
lift the embargo. I still think that it has
been as harmful to the American farmer
as it b been to the Soviet Union. But
the situation has changed from the time
when it was first installed.

I was against it at the time. I didn’t
think it should have been used as it was,
that if we were going to follow that road,
we should have gone across-the-board
and had a kind of quarantine. We didn’t.
But now we have to look at the interna-
tional situation, the way it is, and see
what would be the effect, not just on the
use of grain but the whole effect and what
would it say to the world now for us to
just unilaterally move.

We're hopeful that we can arrive at a
settlement and a decision on this and one
that will benefit our farmers.

ster Kinsolving [Globe Syndicate].

Q. Mr. President, since you’ve becormne a
strong supporter of the right-to-life move-
ment whose leaders in Congress have in-
troduced an amendment that human life
begins at conception rather than birth,

253
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LAST YEAR THERE WERE

MORE THAN ONE AND ONE-
HALF MILLION ABORTIONS IN

AMERICA, THIS IS AN
ASSAULT ON THE SACREDNESS
OF HUMAN LIFE,

NO ONE IN AMERICA IS
MORE SENSITIVE TO THIS
ENORMOUS TRAGEDY AND NO
ONE IN AMERICA HAS DONE
MORE TO PUT A STOP TO IT
THAN THOSE OF YOU
ATTENDING THIS RIGHT TO
LIFE CONVENTION, 1T IS
YOU WHO HAVE ATTEMPTED-TO
PROTECT THE HELPLESS AND
SPEAK FOR THE UNBORN; YOU
HAVE CARRIED THE BURDEN
AND FOUGHT THE GOOD
FIGHT. FOR THIS, GOD
prer o memes oyt gpn foR
.AIS, MILLIONS G/
AMERICANS, MYSELF
INCLUDED, THANK YOU,

~JT NOW -- AS

CONGRESS APPROACHES THE

4=
Om

TAPING:

ENCLOSURE D



P UARYLR MECIN 1S

CURRENT SESSION -- YOU
DESERVE MUCH MORE THAN

" THANKS OR MERE VERBAL

SUPPORT, AND CERTAINLY
THE HUNDREDS OF THOUSANDS,
AND PERHAPS MILLIONS, OF
UNBORN CHILDREN WHO FACE

EXTINCTION THIS YEAR

DESERVE- MUCH MORE THAN
WORDS -- THE=V DESERVE TO
HAVE THEIR RIGHT TO LIFE
FULLY PROTECTED BY LAW.
THE TIME HAS COME FOR
CONGRESS TO FACE THE
NATIONAL TRAGEDY OF
ABORTION -- TO FULLY
DISCUSS AND DEBATE ON THE
HOUSE AND SENATE FLOORS
THE HEARTBREAKING
DIMENSIONS OF THIS

TRETTTY,
iCon o Yod Whe

SUPPORTED PRO-LIFE
CANDIDATES IN THE 1980
ELECTION -- AND THOSE OF
US WHO AS CANDIDATES

PAGE 2
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KCTIVELY SPOKE OUT
AGAINST ABORTION --
CANNOT BE ACCUSED OF
BEING IRRESPONSIBLE OR
OVERLY ZEALOUS IN GUR
PURSUIT OF HUMAN LIFE

~ LEGISLATION., WE HAVE

BEEN PATIENT AND
REALISTIC. LAST YEAR WE
UNDERSTOOD THAT PAST
NATIONAL POLICIES HAD

- HEADED OUR COUNTRY WELL

DOWN THE ROAD TO ECONOMIC
DISASTER, WE KNEW WE HAD
TO DEAL W..d THIS
MOMENTOUS PROBLEM; WE DID
SO WITH URGENCY AND
EFFECTIVENESS, 1 KNOW
THAT MANY OF YOU
SUPPORTED AND WORKED HARD
FOR THIS ADMINISTRATION’S
PROGRAM FOR ECONOMIC

BUT AS 1 SAID A FEW
MONTHS AFTER TAKING
OFFICE -- AND IN THE

MIDST OF OUR A'icME.3 TO

Pac™ 3



CHANGE OUR ECON: 1IC
POLICY -- THIS
ADMINISTRATION DOES NOT -
AND WILL NOT HAVE
SEPARATE AGENDAS -- ONE
FOR ECONOMIC MATTERS, ONE
FOR THE SO-CALLED “
“SOCIAL” ISSUES. OUR
* CONCERN IS TO MAKE
AMERICA- HEALTHY :
ECONOMICALLY, MORALLY, IN
EVERY WAY, ABORTION IS
AN INESCAPABLE NATIONAL
DILEMMA. 1T IS A PROBLEM
THAT CANNOT WAIT; 1T MUST
BE CONFRONTED,

THE ABORTION TRAGEDY
IS AFTER ALL ONE OF THE
GREATEST MORAL -- AND
POTENTIALLY ONE OF The
MOST DIVISIVE -- ISSUES
TO EVER FACE THIS
codhinds ho Hlvion!
SHOWS IN THE CASE OF
OTHER SUCH GREAT ISSUES,

ATTEMPTING TO IGNORE THEM

ONLY CAUSES A DEEPER

PAGE L



DISARRAY IN OUR NATIONAL
LIFE AND INCREASES THE
POTENTIAL FOR DISUNITY
AND DISRUPTION,

THE SUPREME COURT’S
RULING THAT LEGALIZED
ABORTION WILL CONTINUE TO
HAVE A PROFOUND AND
PAINFUL IMPACT ON OUR
NATION UNTIL IT IS
PROPERLY ADDRESSED BY THE
PEOPLE THROUGH THEIR
ELECTED REPRESENTATIVES,
ONLY THE OTHER DAY, A
FEDERAL JUDGE IN
CONNECTICUT REOPENED THE
HOLE LEGAL DEBATE ON
THIS MATTER WHEN HE RULED
THAT A FETUS HAD CIVIL
RIGHTS INCLUDING THE
RIGHT TO SUE AN ALLEGED
ATTACK™R, P™"°NT'Y, A
[0 ¢ THE S_IAT.
JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
EMPHASIZED THE FAR-
REACHING IMPACT OF THE
ABORTION TRAGEDY BY

PAGE 5



CONCLUDING THAT.THE
EFFECT OF +dE U.S,
SUPREME COURT DECISIONS

" HAS BEEN TO LEGALIZE

ABORTION RIGHT UP UNTIL
THE MOMENT OF BIRTH,

A Fod MONTHS AGO, IN
MY OWN STATE OF

" CALIFORNIA, A GARAGE WAS

DISCOVERED CONTAINING THE
BODIES OF 17,000 ABORTION
VICTIMS -- MANY OF THEM

LATE-TERM. THE PICTURES

I HAVE SEEN ARE
HEART-RENDING AND CLEARLY
SHOW ABORTION IS AN

ASSAULT ON HUMAN LIFE.

AND ONLY A FEW
MONTHS AGO . . . MANY OF
US READ OF A CHILD IN
BLOOMINGTON, INDIANA,
PORMITT ™™ ™Y THT "7MRTE

vl (

WAS HANDICAPPED.,

AS GEORGE WILL WOULD
WRITE IN AN EMOTIONAL BUT

CAREFULLY. REASONED -- AND

PAGE 6



I MI€ T ADD

UNFORGETTABLE -- ESSAY,

THE FREEDOM TO DO AWAY
WITH VCONVENIENT LIFE IS
NOW BEING EXTENDED --

© JUST AS THOSE OF US WHO

" ARE PART OF THE RIGHT TO
LIFE MOVEMENT

PREDICTED -- BEYOND FETAL
LIFE TO- ENTIRELY NEW
CATEGORIES OF L1 :.

© THAT IS WHY THE
'HOUSE AND SENATE MUST
DEAL WITH THE ABORTION
ISSUE. MAJOR HUMAN LIFE
h_ASURES, SUCH AS SENATOR
HELM’S HUMAN LIFE BILL,
SENATOR HATCH’S HUMAN
LIFE FEDERALISM AMENDMENT
AND SENATOR HATFI..D’S
PPIRTION FUNDING
PESTRICTION BILL, DESERVE

COFLM V ooy

~ SENATE THIS SESSION.
BELIEVE ME, IN ALL OF
THIS, 1 SHARE YOUR SENSE
~ OF URGENCY.

PAGE 7
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YOU KNOW, i+ Hic
ALWAYS PUZZLED ME THAT

~ THOSE WHO FAVOR ABORTION
WILL ARGUE THAT BECAUSE A
“CHILD IS NOT OLD ENOUC

OR PERFECT ENOUGH OR

'WANTED ENOUGH THAT IT IS
~ AN_ACT OF KINDNESS T0
~ DENY HIM OR HER THE

CHANCE OF LIFE,

€. S. LAIS ONCE
WROTE THAT “LOVE 1S
SOMETHING MORE STERN AND

~'SPLENDID THAN MERE
~ KINDNESS.” THIS IS A

CRITICAL INSIG, INTO THE
PRESENT DEBATE OVER |
ABORTION AND IT IS
SOMETHING OF WHAT 1 MEANT
WHEN T WROTE TO .. ORGE
WILL ABOUT HIS COLUMN ON
THAT CHI'D IN

UI_"(JUI,lIr‘UIUIq - A -UI'IN- v ..
IN WHICH GEORGE MENTIONcu |

'HIS OWN HANDICAPPED SON,
JONATHAN, .

e =

. e s R

B

PLGE 8



”JONATHAN IS INDEED
FORTUNATE,” 1 WROTE,
“THAT GOD HAS CHOSEN THE

WILLS FOR HIS . ARENTS;

AND, AS I SEE . .0M YOUR

COLUMN, THE WILLS ARE
" EVEN MORE FORTUNATE THAT

GOD HAS GIVEN THEM

" JONATHAN, "

THIS IS THE HEART OF
THE MATTER. THE WORLD IS
NOT OURS TO
SUPERINTEND -- NOR IS
INNOCENT LIFE OURS TO
DISPENSE WITH OR
TERMINATE.  THOSE
DECISIONS BELONG TO
ANOTHER -- ANOTHER TO
WHOM SUFFERING IN OUR
WORLD 1S FULLY
COMPREHENSIBLE AND WHO
COUNTS OUR RESIGNATION IN

Mis e ov oo
CREDIT. IT IS HIS
GUIDANCE WE SEEK NOW AND
IN ALL OF OUR FUTURE
EFFORTS.

PAGE O



OBVIOUSLY, THE DAYS
AHEAD WILL BE IMPORTANT
ONES IN THE STRUGGLE FOR
HUMAN LIFE ' SGISLATION,
AND WHAT YOU DO DURING
 THE NEXT FEW DAYS WILL BE
VITAL TO THE SUCCESS OF

OUR EFFORTS IN THIS GREAT

_ CAUSE. I WANT YOU TO

KNOW THAT YOU HAVE MY
WHOLEHEARTED SUPPORT AND
MY FERVENT PRAYERS FOR
YOUR SUCCESS.  HAVE A

BLESS YOU,

Y

600D CONVENTION AND GOD B

Pace 10



T THE WHITE HOUSE

— W £ [ IGTON

April 30, 1982

MEMORANDUM FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
THE SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

UBJECT: Enforcement of Federal Laws Prohibiting
Discrimination Against the Handicapped

Following the recent death of a handicapped newborn child
in Indiana, many have raised the question whether Federal
laws protecting the rights of handicapped citizens are
beinc adequately enforced.

Therefore, I am instructing Secretary Schweiker to notify

I} 31th care providers of the applicability of section 504

of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 to the treatment of handi-
¢ »>ped patients. That law forbids recipients of Federal
funds from withholding from handicapped citizens, simply
because they are handicapped, any benefit or service that
would ordinarily be provided to persons without handicaps.
Regulations under this law specifically prohibit hospitals
and other providers of health services receiving Federal
assistance from discriminating against the handicapped.

I am also instructing the Attorney General to report to

me on the possible application of Federal constitutional
and statutory remedies in appropriate circumstances to
prevent the withholding from the handicapped of potentially
life-saving treatment that would be given as a matter of
course to those who are not handicapped.

Our Nation's commitment to egual protection of the law will
have little meaning if we deny such protection to those who
have not been blessed with the same physical or mental gifts
we too often take for granted. I support Federal laws pro-
1

Mﬂ\w

ENCLOSURE E



P ML HHoe S

@ WASIHTIING L ON

April-5, 1982

Dear Jesse:

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

A few weeks back | said that, "We must, with calmness and resolve,
help the vast majority of our fellow Americans u  2rstond that the
more than one-and-one-half million abortions pertormed in America
in 1980 amount to a great moral evil ond assoult on the sacredness

of life.” Whether or not our fellow citizens will understand the duty
we owe to future citizens depends largely o what action the Congress
takes.

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

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

Sincerely,
@ o T A Q"K‘*\

rab  Jes
tates Senc
washington, D.C. 20510

ENCLOSURE F



STAILVERT BY ROBALD RUACAN 10 BE RLAD EY SLCRETARY SCRWEIKLR

<_fi/ I AN PLEASED TO WELCOME The 1982 MARCH FOR LIFE TO WASHINGTON,

I KNOW YOU ARE AWARE OF MY FEELINGS, WHICH I HAVE OFTEN
EXPRESSED, ON THE QUESTION OF ABORTION. 1 BELIEVE THAT WHEN
WE TALK ABOUT ABORTION, WE ARE TALKING ABOUT TWO LIVES --

THAT OF THE MOTHER AND THAT OF THE UNBORN CHILD,

IT IS INSTRUCTIVE 1 THINK THAT IN RECENT HEARINGS ON THE HILL,
THE QUESTION OF WHEN ' TFE BEGINS COULD NOT BE RESOLVED, THAT
IS A FINDING IN AND OF ITSELF., THE FACT ~ HAT DOUBTS

CONTINUE TO EXIST ON THIS ISSUE LEAD IE TO THE CONCLUSION

. AAT GOVERHNMENT HAS THE RESPORSIBILITY TO OPT ON THE SIDE

OF LIFE FOR THE UNBORN, EXCEPT IN THOSE RARE CASES WHERE THE

MOTHER'S LIFE IS IN DANGER.

AS 1 SAID EARLIER THIS WEEK Il 7Y PRESS CONFERENCE, IF ONE

WERE TO COiiE UPON AN IMNMOBILE BODY, AND IT CCULD NOT BE
ihed AS W0 WH v Whnd Lonw OR 27TV, YOU WOULLA

GET A SHOVEL ARD START COVERING IT UP, IF WE DON'T KNOW,

THEN SHOULDH'T WE MORALLY OPT OX THE SIDE OF LIFE. 1IN I

ENCLOSURE G



OPINIJON, WE SHOULD DO THE SAMc +dING Wi.d REGAK. +J ABORTION,

THE CONGRESS IS EXAMINING THE ENTIRE ABORTION QUESTION. THERE
ARE SEVERAL PIECES OF LEGISLATION ON THE HILL RANGING FROM
CONSTI UTIONAL AMENDMENTS TO A HUMAN LIFE STATUTE. THE FACT
THAT THESE PROPOSALS TAKE DIFFERENT APPROACHES SHOULD NOT
OBSCURE THE MORE JMPORTANT POINT THAT THEY HAVE THE SAME GOAL --
+J PROVIDE GREATER PROTECTION FOR THE IMOST DEFENSELESS AND

I IOCENT AMONG US -- THE UNBORN CHILD.

I LOOK FORWARD TO ONE OF THESE PROPOSALS REACHING MY DESK FOR

ACTION,

THE RIGHT-TO-LIFE MOVEMENT 1S FADE UP OF COUNTLESS AMERICANS
OF ALL BACKGROlL DS. YOUR ANNUAL MARCH FOR LIFE HERE IN
WASHINGTON IS A SYMBOL OF A SHARED COMMITMENT, 1 WISH YOU

WELL IN YOUR EFFORTS TO PROTECT THE LIFE OF THE UNBORN.



ABORTION Policy Statement D.1
January 31, 1980

I personally believe that interrupting a pregnancy is
the taking of a human life and can be justified only in self-
defense -- that is, if the mother's own life is in danger.

The January 22, 1973 Supreme Court decision which
overruled the historic role of the states in legislating in the
areas concerning abortion took away virtually every protection
préviously 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 support
enactment of a constitutional nendment to restore protection
of the unborn child's right to life.

In the meantime, I am opposed to using federal tax money

to pay for abortions in cases where the life of the mother is

in no danger.

ENCLOSURE H-1
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QUOTE - FOR PUBLICATION

' 1 ¢ " lent is on record in favor of each of the major proposed
remedies. So far as I know there is no Administration plan to

advance one in preference over another."

Qt 'ION:
If one comes up for a vote and is defeated despite support by ¥

the Administration, will the Administration then support the other

when it comes to a vote?

"Emphatically yes. The President is on record in support of both.'



. 7#0 éJugé’
May 5, 1982 (;r»»~}fj2&

Dear Dr. Dfiesbach,

I have received your letter.and 1 want you to know the
great horror and sadness evoked by the incident you described.
When all is said and done, being confronted with the reality

" abortion and its consequences removes all traces of doubt
and hesitation. The terrible irony about this sudden disco-
very is not that so many lives v re ] lly aborted but that
they are only a tiny proportion of the 1.5 million unborn
children quietly destroyed in our nation each year. This is
the truth many would rather not face.

Your decision to hold a memorial service for these
children is most fitting and proper. On such an occasion
we must strengthen our resolve to end this national tragedy.
I am hopeful that evidence like that found in California will
move those who have thus far preferred silence or inaction
and encourage them to agree that something must be done. 1
have expressed my anticipation that Congr¢ 5 act expeditiously
on this matter and approve a measure which will remove this

7il | . £ 2
writing and may God bless you in all your efforts.

Sincerely,

Ronald Reagan ENCLOSURE H-10
Phillip B, Driesbach, M.D.
Secretary, California Pro—Life Medical Association

P. 0. Box 99, Palm Springs, CA 92263







HENRY J, HYDE 1203 LonGworTH House OFFICE BUILDING
61H DisTRIiCT, ILLINOIS WASHINGTON, D.C. 20515
9 (202) 225-4561

""“JMITTEES:

o Congress of the United States
PHouse of Representatibes
Washington, B.C. 20515

April 20, 1982

074660

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

T 2ar Mr. President:

Last week a tragedy, which many believe has quietly become common-
place in the United States,pushed its way into our national
conscience via the front page of the WASHINGTON POST and other
-major media. A newborn child affisedted with Down's Syndrome and

a digestive tract disorder (which could have been corrected by
routine surgery) was, at the insistence of his own parents and
with the approval of the Indiana Supreme Court, allowed to die of
starvation in the very hospital in which he was born only a week
earlier. This selective destruction of handicapped children is
morally and ethically repugnant to our very way of life and cannot
be tolerated in a society which cherishes the sanctity of human life
and the intrinsic worth of each individual. The very idea that a
court of law would sanction a parental demand to destroy a child
which, for whatever reason, thev did not want is an affront to the
principles upon which our legal ystem was built and must be cor-
rected immediately before this, too, becomes somehow acceptable.

This deliberate starvation of an infant is all the more abhorrent
while there were other families eager toradopt and love this defense-
less handicapped baby.

All of the academic controversies about when a human life begins and
when that human life becomes a person pale into insignificance in
the face of this act of eugenic infanticide. We believe the crucial
factor here was that this baby was afflicted with Down's Syndrome,

and hence his right to life -- his Constitutional right to equal pro-
tection of the laws -- was deemed forfeit. Such a doctrine is

\ v : ]

1e tri Quality of

Ethic at the expense of the Sanctity of Life Ethic has implications
far beyond this case.

We implore you, Mr. President, to act now to insure the equal protec-
tion of our laws to handicapped children. The statutory basis for such
action already exists under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act

E "?273 which bhil 1y dis¢ imination : ir : 1 i



under programs or activities receiving federal financial assistance.
You need only clarify existing regulations enforcing such a prohi-
bition to expressly forbid the denial of any treatment which would
be provided to normal babies in hospitals under similar circumstances.
"~ Certainly the refusal of nourishment and routine surgery to an infant
because of his handicap is an unconscionable violation of the letter
and spirit of the law and cannot be allowed to happen to other
children like the Bloomington Baby.

In closing, Mr. Pre ident, we cannot too strongly stress the impor-
tance of prompt action in this matter. Every day can mean the differ-
ence of life or death for a newborn Down's Syndrome or other handicapped

baby.

Lre

Thank you, Mr. President, for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Tt o,

e
¥
E

Mark O. Hatfield Y U.o.S.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

MEMORANDUM FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
THE SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

SUBJECT: Enforcement of Federal Laws Prohibiting
Discrimir :ion Against the Handicapped

Following the recent death of a handicapped newborn child
in Indiana, many have raised the question whether Federal
laws protecting the rights of handicapped citizens are

beinc adequately enforced

Therefore, I am instructing Secretary Schweiker to notify
health care providers of the applicability of section 504

of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 to the treatment of handi-
capped patients. That law forbids recipients of Federal
funds from withholding from handicapped citizens, simply
because they are handicapped, any benefit or service that
would ordinarily be provided to persons without handicaps.
Regulations under this law specifically prohibit hospitals
and other providers of health services receiving Federal
assistance from discriminating against the handicapped.

I am also instructing the Attorney General to report to

me on the possible application of Federal constitutional
and statutory remedies in appropriate circumstances to
prevent the withholding from the handicapped of potentially
life~saving treatment that would be given as a matter of
course to those who are not handicapped.

Our Nation's cc nitment to equal protection of the law will
have little meaning if we deny such protection to those who
have not been tk 2ssed with the same physical or mental gifts
: - CT - ) 11 al .
1 , [
lgurvusiy enforced.
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NCHTTO LIFE
{ Sulte 402, 419 7th Street, N.W.
3 Washinaton D.C. 20004 — (202) 638-4396

committee,inc.’

July 12, 1982

Robert J. Thompson
legislative Affairs
Executive Office Building

I r Mr, Thompson:

I has provided Morton Blackwell with a copy of the enclosed material.
I am enclosing an extra copy for you to pass on to Ed Rollins if you
feel it is appropriate. A recent New York Times story (July 6) said

1t Mr. Rollins is "worried about the drift away from the populist
conservatism that enable Mr. Reagan to attract votes from traditional
Democrats in 1980."

Sincere%y,

Dougias Johnson
Legislative Director

enc.









Hawkins: About 85,000 pieces. Won by 117,000 (4%).

Nickles: Received strong pro-life support in crowded primary and in
general. 150,000-piece lit drop contributed to his 10-point victory.

Abdnor, Andrews, Murkowski, and Dole also received pro-life support.

™ ewmmarize: in many states there is a sizeable block ~f traditionally

I ratic voters who will ° " to the Republican cuium if it is

Lrount +a their attencion wiac we Democratic ~anuiuate is pro-abortion and

the hopuurican candidate pro-life. When a proupe. pro-life project is executed
(including the lit drops] '~ net gain for the pro-life candidate (that is,
after the 'single-issue' pru-awortion vote has been subtracted) will exceed

2% in nearly every state, and will exceed 5% in states with particularly high
concentrations of the most receptive groups (Catholics, conservative Protestants,
Mormons, etc.).

But this point cannot be overemphasized: these voters "swing" on the abortion
issue p1 isely because they feel their vote is ~mwcial. Many override their
usual Democratic preferences, often reluctantly, wecause they believe that the
abortion issue is of tremendous importance, and that by their vote they are
Aning something to end the killing of unborn babies.

Now, 1% years after the election of a pro-life Republican president and

a net gain of nine or ten pro-life Senate seats, very little has happened

in Congress. 1In fact, it currently appears that the only pro-life legislation
ever to win committee approval in either house of Congress, the Hatch Amendment
(S.J. Res. 110), may be smothered by the Senate Republican leadership without

a vote—- with the White House doing nothing to prevent this.

If this occurs-- if the Administration allows the abortion issue to remain

"on the shelf," and makes no meaningful effort to curb the ongoing bloodbath~-
there will be great disillusionment among many of the voters mentioned above,

v 1 were persuaded that the Republican candidates 1 1itioned would actually

do something about abortion on demand. In fact, the process of disillusionment
is already well underway, and will accelerate rapidly in the months to come
unless the Administration takes visible and meaningful action soon.







There has been only one significant abortion-related roll call in the Senate in

the 97th Congress. On May 21, 1981, the Senate voted 52-43 in favor of the

"pure" Hyde Amendment, prohibiting Medicaid funding of abortion except in

ci 3 of " 'fe endangerment to the mother. The situation was such that a nay

vote was a vote for no restrictions on Medicaid abortions. (Three senators

who have generally opposed federal funding of abortions, Hatfield, Stennis,

and Cochran, said they voted nay because of opposition to the continuing

practice of attaching controversial riders to appropriations bills.) (Roll call attached)

I 2n the notation "sponsor of Human Life Amendment” appear below, it
refers to the Garn Amendment (S.J.Res. 17), endorsed by the National Right
to Life Committee, which would establish a constitutional right to life
d prohibit abortion except to save the life of the mother. This amendment
has 30 Senate co-sponsors. It should not be confused with the Hatch Amendment.

The following Democratic mators are very probably going to vote against
""e Hatch Amendment, and . will probably or certainly cost them support in
November.

Rordick:  Has publicly announced opposition to Hatch Amendment. Knorr has
accauned his position (see attached clipping). The majority of the population
opposes abort. -on-demand. In 1972 a proposition to legalize abortion to 20
weeks was rejected by 78% of the voters. Despite questions with a pro-abortion
bias, a recent poll conduc | by The Minot Daily News-Meyer TV News found

43% favor © 3 legal abortion only to save the mother and in cases of rape and
incest, and an additional 11% favoring a ~ “al prohibition. Burdick'e

in-state staff is reliably reported to fear that Burdick could be bau.y hurt
on the abortion issue—— perhaps as much as R%.

Rie~le; Certain to vote against the Amendment. Of the two frontrunners in

wie GOP primary, Ruppe is pro-life and has ~ eady been endorsed by Right to
Life of Michigan, which is a well-organized group with an active PAC. Ballenger
is pro-abortion. For more information on this primary see the Free Congress
Foundation's Politiceé Report for July 2.




Chiles: His record is more pro—abortion than not, but on the only
roll call so far in the 97th Congress, he voted pro-life-- for the "pure"
Hyde Amendment. He is thought to be leaning against the Hatch Amendment.
The leading GOP hopeful, State Sen. Poole, is pro-life.

Mitchel : Has voted for the Hyde Amendment, and points to these votes
as evidence of his pro-life sentiments. However, there is solid intelligence
that if forced to vote on the Hatch Amendment he will vote against it. Republican
nominee Emery is a co-sponsor of the Human Life Amendment.

A very knowledgeable political (and pro-life) activist in Maine says:

"At this point Mitchell a . Emery are really running neck-and-neck. Many
Catholic voters find Mitchell's positions on many social issues more appealing
n Emery's. However, they would vote for Emery (many holding their noses)

if **"chell voted for abortion. But so { , Mitchell is generally viewed

as pro-life by t @ Cat lic vot 3, due to his votes for tt Hyde Amendment.
He is hoping that the Hatch Amendment doesn't come to the floor, but if it
does, we are advised that he will vote against it. And that's all we need.
That will make the difference."

Maine Right to Life is well organized and has a very well developed
voter identification program. Abortion became the major issue in the June 8
Democratic primary in Maine's marginal lst Congressional district (see "Ethnic
Politics in the State of Maine," Congressional Quarterly Weekly Report, June 5,
page 1383); the pro-lifer won. Multi-millionaire Sherry Huber, who vastly
outspent her opponents in the Republican gubernatorial primary but loudly
proclaimed her "pro-choice" stance, lost.

Sarbanes: Strongly pro-abortion. Both Republican contenders are pro-life,
Hogan especially so.

Robert Byrd: A mixed record on abortion funding; he voted for the "pure"
Hyde Amendment in the only abortion roll call of the 97th Congress to date.
However, he voted agai~~t the Hatch Amendment in the Judiciary Committee.
Benedict is a co-sponsour of a Human Life Amendment. A floor vote on the Hatch
Amendme would help L lze _ d's lo rofile pro-abortion position. Polls
in West Virginia show st j anti-abortion sentiment. A statewide poll in 1981
showed 68% support for a constitutional amendment to prohibit abortion except
in cases of life endangerment, rape, or incest. The Hatch Amendment is, of course,
a far more modest proposal. (Summary of poll attached.)




Ca .1 Voted for Hyde Amendment in 1981, but thought unlikely to vote
for Hatcu amendment. Primary challeng Rep. Santini is pri .ife. The
position of GOP frontrunner Fore has not yet been determined.

Bentsen: Has almost always voted pro—-abortion, although he did support
the Hyde Amendment in 1981. He has generally explained his pro-funding votes
on the basis of concern regarding victims of rape and incest-- an excuse not
applicable to the Hatch Amendment. His staff indicates that he is unlikely to
vote for the Hatch Amendment. Collins has publicly endorsed the Amendment.

The followin~ Democrats are likely to vote for the Hatch Amend t. These
senators alread- --ave firmly eetahliched nro-life credentials.

Zorinsky: Co-sponsor of Human Life Amendment, Helms Human Life Bill, and
Hatch Amendment.

Proxmire: Co-sponsor of Human Life Amendment; pledged to support Hatch
Amendment.

Stennis: Good overall record with a few lapses. Undecided on Hatch
Amendment, but thought likely to support.

DeConcini: Co—-sponsor of Human Life Amendment. Has already voted for
the Hatch Amendment twice, in the Constitution Subcommittee and in the Judiciary
Committee. DeConcini's strong pro-life stance has made him more attractive to
several groups of voters who disapprove of his positions on many other issues.
Both leading Republican hopefuls are pro-life.

Melcher: 100% pro-life voting record. Co-sponsor of the Human Life
Amendment. Publicly undecided on the Hatch Amendment, but considered a very
likely vote.

The following Democrats are certain to vote against the Hatch Amendment.
Each has long ago alienated pro-life ¢ stituents by consistent support of
abortion funding.

Mnboanhoime. 10N2 ~v~—ghortion record. Voted acainst the Hatch Amendment

Kennedy: A very bad voting record. Voted against the Hatch Amendment in
the Judiciary Committee. GOP frontrumner Shamie is not pro-life.



Jackson: Very bad record. State population is unusually pro-abortion.
Matsunac2+ 100% pro-abortion record. State's population is unusually pro-

aborv.un.

The following Republicans are likely to vote for the Hatch Amendment,
and are " “iely to benefit in November:

Roth: 100% record against funding of abortions, but lacks enthusiastic
right-to-life support because he has never clearly supported legal restrictions
on abortion. Still undecided on the Hatch Amendment but thought to be leaning
in favor. The National Abortion Rights Action League PAC is supporting his
opponent. A vote for the ™ ":ch Amendment would firm up Roth's pro-life support
considerably.

Hatch: The Utah media are saying that Wilson and Hatch have the same
position on abortion, but Utah right-to-life activists regard Wilson as a
closet pro-abortionist and adversary. Wilson is actually trying to sound
more pro-life than Hatch, saying things like "Congress should have the
nerve to vote to ban abortions itself or forget the issue..." NV Times,
May 2), a slap at the Hatch A dment. All four national pro-ii.e PACs
support Hatch, even ~~PAC, which doesn't like the Hatch Amer ~ ent.

The publicity surrounding a floor debate on the Hatch Amendment would
without question enhance Hatch's pro-life profile in Utah. On the other
hand, if Hatch is unable to even get his much~-discussed amendment to the
Senate floor for a vote, his effectiveness as a legislator may be questioned
in the state.

Danforth: Has co-sponsored Human Life Amendment and is an enthusiastic
supporter of the Hatch Amendment. Has :rong pro-life support, but a floor
fight on the amendment would make his pro-life stance more widely known in
Missouri, one of the strongest pro-life states. The National Abortion Rights
Action League PAC is suppc 19 one of the Democratic hopefuls, ‘riett Woods,
a vocal feminist (former NARAL executive director Judith Widdicombe recently
lauded Woods at NARAL's annual convention, referring to "an anti-choice,
slippery eel named Jack Danforth").

- -~ e - - - Bl . - - - -

the support he nee

very well-financed Mark Dayton, says David O'Steen, who is executive director
of both the Committee for a Pro-Life Congress (PAC) and the muscular Minnesota
pro-life group, Minnesota Citizens Concerned for Life (MCCL).

Lugar: Co-sponsor of a Human Life Amendment, enjoys strong right to life
support. The Indiana Right to Life organization does not support the Hatch
Amendment because they believe it is too weak, but there has been extensive
activity on behalf of the Amendment by the Catholic Church in the state, and
Lugar : p « tovo for it.
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T . following Republicans will certainly vote against t+he Hatch 2mendment
and MAY pay some political price for it this year.

Weicker: With Packwood, the pro-abortion leader in the Senate. GOP
challenger Bush is basicly pro-abortion but reportedly undecided on the
Hatch Amendment. Moffett is as pro-abortion as Weicker.

Stafford: 100% pro-abortion. Primary challenger John McClaughry
supports the Hatch Amendment and opposes federal funding of abortion.

Chafee: The Catholic Church has been very active in support of the
Hatch Amend 1t in RI. However, Chafee °~ firmly pro-abortion and is
expected to vote against the Amendment. It appears that the Democrats
will be unable to exploit this vote, however, since they have nominated
a 1 Dbortionist.

The following senators-— all strongly favored for re-election-- are
unconmitted and could go either way on the Hatch Amendment.

Sasser: Bad record, but voted pro-life (for the Hyde Amendment) in the
ly vote of the 97th Congress. A vote by Sasser against the Hatch Aame t t
could be exploited by Beard as a vote for abortion on demand. Beard has a
100% pro-life voting record, has endorsed the Hatch Amendment, and has said
that he would vote for a Human Life Amendment.

Even if Sasser votes for the Hatch Amendment, Beard can criticize Sasser's
many earlier votes for abortion funding.

There is strong pro-life sentiment in Tennessee. The pro-life movement
t re is becoming better organized, and will be more politically active this year
than in the past.

Wallop: Personally pro-abortic ; bad record on the issue; under intense
grassroots pressure to vote for the Hatch Amendment.

Schmitt: Very pro-abortion record. Under considerable grassroots pressure
to vote for the Hatch Amendment. However, his Democratic challenger is pro-
abortion.

Heinz: Pledged to support a pro-life constitutional amendment in 1976,
but angered pro-life suppori s by ¢ )quently voting to weaken the Hyde
Amendment on a number of occasions. Redeemed himself somewhat in their eyes by

strongest in the nation. It would re-establish the credibility or his lY/6
pledge. A vote against the Hatch Amendment, however, would brand Heinz as
an advocate of abortion on demand.





