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Possible supportive Cardinals

Cardinal Mederios (Boston)

Cardinal Krol (Penn.)

Cardinal Cooke (N.Y.)

Cardinal Carberry ( ret. from St. Louis)
Cardinal Manning(LA.)

Bishops and Archbishops are more supportive

Archbishop Phillip Hannan (New Orleans)
Archbishop Oscar Lipscomb (Mobile, Ala.)
( he should be approached carefully)

Possibl s

Bishop Edward O'Rourke (Peoria, Ill.)
Aux. Bishop John J. O'Connor (NY)
(with Cardinal Cooke)
Archbishop John F. Whealon (Hartford, Conn.)
Archbishop Sheehan (Omaha)

Sister Camilla Mullay- former Mother General of Dominican
Sisters of St. Mary of the Springs of Ohio. Sl! 1is here
in D.C. at the Dominican House of Studies.

529-0091 (Convent) 529-5300(Switchboard)






























)INALS, ARCHBISHOPS, BISHOPS

Vost Reverend
Reilly, Daniel P., Appointed June 17, Ordained May 30,
1953. Bishop of Norwich.
Proulx, Amedee, Appointed Sept. 5, Ordained May 31,
1958. Auxiliary Bishop of Portland.

1976
Stafford, J. Francis, Appointed Jan. 27, Ordained Dec.
15, 1957. Auxiliary Bishop of Baltimore
Murphy, P. Francis, Appointed Jan 27, Ordained Dec.
20, 1958, Auxiliary Bishop of Baltimore.
Curtiss, Elden F., Appointed March 4, Ordained May 24,
1958. Bishop of Helena.
iano, Vargas, Llises, Appointed March 4, Ordained
May 30, 1967, Bishop of Mayaguez.
rphy, Michael J., Appointed Apnil 20, Ordained Feb.
28, 1942. Co-Adjutor Bishop of Erie.
Sheldon, Gilbert 1., Appointed April 20, Ordained Feb.
28, 1853. Auxiliary Bishop of Cleveland.
rner, Robert F., Appointed May 3, Ordained June 15,
1946. Auxiliary Bishop of Newark.
incis, Joseph, s.v.d. Appoir vay 3, Ordained Oct
7, 1950. Auxiliary Bishop ui :vewark.
rconi, Dominic A., Appointed May 3, Ordained May
30, 1953, Auxiliary Bishop of Newark.
cher, George A., Appointed May 24, Ordained Feb
28, 1948. Auxiliary Bishop of Columbus.
. Stanley J., Appointed May 24, Ordained Dec. &,
1951. Auxiliary Bishop of New Orleans.
ghes, Edward T., Appointed June 14, Ordained May
31, 1947. Auxiliary Bishop of Philade.phiia.
rm, John N, Appeinted June 25, Oréaired April 3,
1954, Auxiliary Bishop ~I' St Louis,
fars, Josoph H., Appeinted July 1, Ordaired May I,
1956. Bishop of Creyenne.
ke, Victor, Appointed July 7, Ordained May 24, 1958.
Bishop of Crookston.
:in, James C., Appointed Aug. 3, Ordained July 15,
1951. Auxiliary Bishop of Scranton.
+, Daniel A., Appointed Auve 30, Ordained Feb. 2,
1953. Auxiliary Rishop of | n.
inay, Thomas, ; inted Sep. cu, Ordained May 16,
1948. Auxiliary pishop-Eparchy of Passaic.
a, Raymundo, inted Qct. 15, Ordained May 25,
1957. Bishop ¢ Paso.
ber, Eugene J., Appointed Oct. 16, Ordained May 19,
1959. Bishop of Dodge City.
'-- Paul V., Appointed Nov. 16, Ordained June 2,
. Bishop of Sioux Falls.
aey, John F., Appeinted Nov. 18, Ordained Feb. 2,
1963. Auxiliary Bishop of St. Paul.
bsda, Thaddeus, Appointed Dec. 20, Ordained April
26, 1950. Auxiliary Bishop of Los Angeies.
eno, Manuel D., Appointed Dec. 20, Ordained April
25, 1961. Auxlllar\ Bishop of Los Angeles.

1977
sard, Howard J., Appeinted Feb. 1, Ordained Dec.
8, 1963. Bishop of Albany.
‘ee, Robert E., Appeinted Feb. 15, Ordained June
0, 1957, Auxiliary Bishop of Mancheser.
stad, William, Appointed Feb. 22, Ordained Max 21,
960. Bishop of Yakima.
, James J., Appointed Feb. 28, Ordained May 22,

— 1185 —_—

Tke Most Reverend
1948. Auxiliary Rishop of Rockville Centre.
Ryan. Ger.h.d J., A nted Feb. 28. O-dained Jure 3,
1850. Auuua*_\ ~..hop of Rockville Centre.
Paul, John J., Appointed May 17, Ordained Jan. 24,
1943. Auxiliary Bishop of La Crosse.
Garmendia, Francis, Appointed May 24, Ordained June
28, 1247, Auxiliary Bishop of New York.
Vaughan, Austin B., Appointed May 24, Ordaired Dec.
8, 1956. Auxilinry Bishop of New York.
McCarrick, Theodore E., Appointed May 24, Orcdaired
May 31, 1952 Auxiliary Bishop of New Yorx.
Kucera, Danie! W., 0.5.6. Appointed June 6, Ordained
May 26, 1949. Bishop of Salina.

Kelly, Thomas C., op. Appointed July 12, Orcdained
June 5, 1958. Auxiiiary Bishop of Washington.
Ferraric, Josech A., Appointed Nov. 8, Ordained May

19, 18581, Auxiliary Bishop of Honolulu.
Waldschmidt. Pzul, esc Appointed Dec. 6, Ordained
June 24, 1946 Auxiliary Bishop of Portland.
Steirer, Kenneth, -\ppomted Dec. 6, Ordained May 12,
1962. Auxiliary Bishop of Portiand.
Rodimer, Frank J., Appointed Dec. 13, Ordaized May
19, 1951. Bishop of Paterson.
Wirz, George O., Appointed Dec. 20, Ordained May 21
1952. Auxiliary Bishop of Madisen.

1978

McNemara, Lawrence J., Appointed Jan. 10, Ordaired
May 30, 1933 Bishop of Grand Island.

Coste o, Thomas J., Appointed Jan. 10 Nrdained June
5, 1254, A ary Bishop of Syrac

Beltrarn, Euscbius o., Appointed Feb. 28, urdained May
14, 1860, Bishop of Tulsa.

Heffman, James R, Appeinted April 1%, Ordaizned J2ly
28, 1857, Bish~p of Toledo.

Rosazza. Pater A, Appointed Feb. 28, Ordained Jure 29,
1961. Auxiliary Bishop of Hartford.

Quinn, Francis A.. Appointed April 28, Ordained Juze
15. 1946. Bishop of Sacramento.

DuMaine, R. Pierre, Appointed April 28, Ordained June
5. 1957. Auxiliary Bishop of San Francisco.

Murphy, Thomas J., Appointed July 5. Ordained Apr]
12, 1958. Bishop of Great Falle-Billings.

Straling, Phillip F., Appointed July 18, Ordained March
19, 1959. Bishep of San Bernardino.

Welsh, Lawrence H., Appointed Nov. 7, Ordainec Max
26, 1962. Bishop of Spokane.

Morneau, Robert F., Appointed Dec. 19, Ordained May
28, 1966. Auxiliary Bishop of Green Bay

1978

McCarthy, John E., Appointed Jan. 23, Ordained May
26, 1936, Auxiliary Bishop of Galveston-Houston.

Nevinz, John J., Appointed Feb. 6, Ordained June €.
1959. Auxiliary Bishop of Miami.

n, Agustin A., Appointed Feb. 6, Ordained July §
‘33. Auxiliary Bishop of Miami.

Schiarman, Stamey G., Appeinted March 13, Ordained
Julv 13, 1958. Auxiliary Bishop of Belleville.

Kenny, Michael H. Appointed March 20, Ordaired
March 30, 1963, Bishop of Juneac.

Houck, Willlam R, Appointed Mar. 28, Ordained M2~
19, 1951. Auxilary Bishop of Jacksen.

Ro

—— CARDINALS, ARCHBISHOPS, BISHOPS

The Maos: Reverend

O'Conner,Johad,, -\p')o rted Apr.24,0rdal
1845, suxilia ishep of Mititary Vicariate

Larkin, W. Thomas, Appointed Apr. 34, Ordai~ed May
ishop of St Pe‘er-'b:rg.

.. Appoirted May 2, Ordainted Dec.
Bishop of Roches:er.
que Hernandez, Appointed Jure 11, Or-
d June 8‘ 1965, Aux Bishop of San Juarn.
fector M., Appeinted June 11, Ordaired Juze

od Dec. 15,

12, 1965, Au( x‘p-} Bishep ¢f San Juarn.

Pilla, Anthony M. Appointed June 30, Ordained May
23, S. Bishep of Cieveland.

Grifiin s A., Appointed June 30, Ordained May 28,

v
a67. A..xuar_\ Bishop of Cleveland.
,James P, O.F.M., Appointed June 30, Ordained
tne 24. 1936, Auxiliary Eishop of Cleve! nd.
» H., Appointed July 24, Orczined July
1:, 19 3. -\ux taryv Bishep ¢f Harrish Urg.
Fiorenza, Joseph A., Appeinted Sept. 4, Ordained May
54, Auxiliary Bishop of San Argelo.
B., Appointed Sep:. 4, Ordained May 7,
iliary Bishop of Alexandria-Shreveport
! \A . Appomted \'c 6, O—dair:ed May 26,

‘

1980
‘2, Appeinted Jan. 29, Oréained July 28,
£ of Lake Charles
Matthiesen A,Lrox T.. Appointed March 25, Ordained
: 1946. Bishop of Amearilo.
Jlam H., Appointed Jure 3, Ordained June
. Auxidary Bishep of neapolis.

. 2 St. Paul-Minr
O'Netl, Leo Edward, Appeinted June 3, Ordained June
3. Auxiliary Bishop of Springfield.
hur N Appointed Juiy 1, Ordained May 12,
1snep of Pueblo.

Franznia, Benedict C., Appointed July 29, Orda
Apr. 29,1950, Auxiliary Bishop of Yourgstowz.
Lipscomb, Oscar H., Appointed July 29, Ordained July

rehhishop of Mobile.

. m K., Appointed Sept. 9, Ordained May

25, 1083, Bishop of Salt Lake City.

Untener, Kenneth E., Appointed Oct. 4, Ordained Juae
1, 1363. 0p of Saginaw.
Bevilacqua, Anthony J.. Appointed Oct. 7, Ordained
June 11, 19, Auxiliary Bvopo Brooklyn.
Suilivan, Jeseph M.. Appointed Oct. 7. Ordained June 2,
1926, Auxiliary Bishop o:’ Breoxlyn.

Vaiero. Rene, Appointed Oct. 7, Ordained June 2, 1936.
+Auxiliary Bishop of Brooklyn.

Chedid, Joha, Appointed Oct. 28, Ordained December
21, 1951. Auxiiiary Bishop of St. Maron.

1981
¢, J. Keith, Appointed January 27, Ordained
diary Bxﬂhop of St. Petersburg.
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i - ORTTTIAL

Washington, D.C,
Octover 28, 1982

|

orton C. Blackwell £ ¢
-pecial Assistant, Membership <:'C;_
Groups €5 ’
..1e White House C( o

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Morton,

Fnclosed i1s the recent speech on abortion given by Senator
Eagleton (D-MO) before the Catholic Archdiocese of Saint Louis,
which I mentioned at our recent meetilng.

As you can see he gratuitously attacks Senator Helms and the
"conservatives" and their agenda. Also note carefully he and thev
desire to dispose of the abortion issue in 1983 (read between T..c
Iines...,. so that the Democraltic Party is done with 1t before the
1984 campaign.)

T e United States Catholic Conference representative at your
Wednesday meeting, you will note had only one interest, a consti-
tutional amendment on abortion, no legislative program or effort

at recorded votes.
of

The Administration support/Hatch is what they came for and
got; i.e.., endorsement of the constitutional amendment approach.
T : approach they will surely vlay against us in the 9&th Can-
gress in all the areas of "leg slative"initiative.

At least they are looking out for their candidates in 1984
(Teddy or Mondale). Ronald Reagan will face an unprecedented
barrage from the Catholic bureaucracy over nuclear weapons in
1283 and '84, with the intended effect of eroding further his
support in the Catholic Community.

The abortion issue may be one of his main counter welghts
against that onslaught: but it won't help us 1f the Administration
openly alds the disposal of it politically with an unnecessary
and devastating loss on a constitutional amendment in 1983. We
haven't even had the '82 Senate elections yet and they are still
Pushing a constitutional amendment on you for '63 without a
'headcount". Need I say more.

L4

Very truly yours,

P.S. For an Administration with probl ng class,
blue collar ethnic community. to he U.5.C.C.,
which has already attacked the P on abortion,

makes 1t harder for your friends






A telling result of this division became dramatically .ianifest to me when a
small group of Senators and House members met at the White douse with President Keagan
on January 22, 1982. The President told us that it was necessary for the anti-abortion
movement "to aget its act together." He pointed out that, as we were meeting in tne
Oval Office, ieaders of the movement were assembling in the Cabinet Room "half 1in
fevor of one thing and half in favor of another and they are at each others throats.”
The Presidant was reluctant to choose between two divergent approaches and wanted, if
pcssible, a unified position. Just a few days ago, on September 14, the President
repea is disenchantment with this division of effort when he said, "I've been a
Jittle critical about some of the human life groups, because first of all, they are

not rallied behind a single measure,

ks the vear went on, ithe difierences betwszen the Hatch and Helms approaches were
not reconciled. Indeed, thev could not be because there 15 an inherent irreconciltability
between seeking to amend the Constitution in the nanner spelled out in the Constitution
itself and in seeking to "amend" 1t by simple stztute which many people, including the
General Counsel of the U. S. Catholic Conference, deem to be an unconstitutional effort.
I myself am in this latter group.
Yet, some of us thought we should find a way out of this divisive dilemmg, and
we iried to structure & procedural agreement whereby we could have consecutive votes
on the Helms Human Life Bill and the Hatch Constitutional Amendment. In this way,
the subject of abortion could be raised as a specific topic; the Helms and Hatch
proposals could be debated in specific as to their merits; consecutive votes would put
the Senate ciearly on record as betwesen the two propcsals.
Various Senators urgec Seneatlor Eaker, the Majority Leader of the Senate who has
the responsibility of scheduling Senste business, to tryv tc work out such a scheduling
of consecutive votes on the Helms Bill and the Hetch Cornstitutional Amendment. Senator
Eaker submitted this scheduling plan to his Republican colleagues and reported to Sernator
Byrd, the Czmocretic leader, that he had worked out the agreement amongst the
Republican Senziors, includincg Seneiors Helms, Hetich, Packwood, and Weicker. He then
if agreemant to such & course o7 action could be procedurally
] 1t ko oty 1
iis procedure to my Democratic colleegues. After considerable effort, agreement

was reacned amongst the Democrats for consecutive votes on the Helms Bill and the

Hatch Amendment.



Then on August 6, to the surprise of mest everyone, Senator Helms announced
that he no longer was going to push nis Human Life Bill, but was qoing to espouse
some other undefined bil1l, the content of which he was not then ready to divulge.

The agreement that had been painstakingly worked out fell apart with confusion
on both substance and procedure resulting.

Senator Helms did finally unveil his new bill which, in addition to dealing with
abortion, also sought to deprive the Supreme Court from dealing with the First
Lmendment freedom of Religion Clause as it would apply to prayer in schools.

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

Senator Helms has a vast social agenda. He fervently believes in a whole lhost
of statutoriily imposed and, in my judament, constitutionally flawed restrictions on
the functioning of the Supreme Court, He sends out thousands of func-raising letters
from his vast North Caroline direct mail fund-raising operation, often raising the
volatile "social" jssues: abortion, school prever, busing, cay riants.

He likes to intermingle these issues.

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

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

] submit that the issue of abortion is of sufficient significance unto itself
as to merit singular and reflective atiention. The commingling of the "social" issues
may suit Seriator Helms' b%ﬁad social acends and nhis fundraising purpcses, but as tne
recent Sercie inaction on the combined Helms school prayer end ebortion package sadly
indicates, it does not well serve tne purpese of fieving ihe ic<sue of abortion

1 oair-cfully  drese |,



I believe that if the same scheme of action takes place in the next Congress,
we will have the same dismal result. Senator Helms will not, in my opinion, be able
to muster the requisite sixty votes to terminate Senate debate on his Human Life
Bi1l, either the original version tnereof or his hastily revised version. He will
be able to flail and fulminate, but he will not prevail.

Therefore, I wish to propose a course of action which I think is sound, is
constituiional, and which has a chance of ultimate success.

1 propose as follows:

(1) That the various Right to Life organizations that are singularly interested

he abortion guestion (and not including groups that are interested in the abortion

=

n

question along with & whole hest of other issues; meet together to discuss a unified

course of action,

{2) That such a caucus consider a brief, directly worded Constitutional Amendment,
pernaps, reading as folliows:

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

It is my belief, based on numerous conversations with my Senate coileagues, that
such a Constitutional Amsndment would muster the greatest number of votes in the
Senate. Such an amendment, if ratified, would return the law to where it was before
1673 wnen Roe v, kWade was handed down.

I believe there are some Senators who are not willing to support @ Garn or Hatch

. N
Amzndment or a Helms Bill, but who would support an amezndment which in essence wipes
Roe v. Wade of{ thne law books and restores the law to what 1t was before -- that
sbortion 1s & matier for each of tﬁe states to decide.

Tnere is ample historical and Tegal precedent for this. Four of our
Constitutional Amendments were specifically craftec to reverse Supreme Court decisions.
The Eleventh Amendment to the Constitution, pronibiting the 7ederal judicial
power Trom being exerciséa in suits by citizens of & state against another state,
ceme 1n response to an action of ihe Supreme Court in accepting Jurisdiction over

such e case.

Tt Fc -teenth Amendment was propesed to tne Constitution in response to the

“emous decision of the Supreme Court in the _.ed Scoft « e ] : -k

individuals were non-citizens under tne Constitution and, 5 such, not fully entitled

tc the protections of the Constitution.



The Sixteenth Amendment, permitting the imposition of federal income tax, was
later enacted in response to & Supreme (ourt dgecision finding that an unapportioned
(by state) tax was in violation of Article I of the Constitution.

Finally, the Twenty-Sixth Amendment, according 18-year olds the right to vote in
federal and siate elections, was proposed foliowing the Court's decision that the
Congress lacked the authority to impose such an obligation <tatutorily upon the states.

hamittedly, this is not a perfect or ideal solution. But just as the Hatch .
Amendment was not perfect, nonetheless it was introduced and advanced becausé it
might musier more support than the Garn &nd Buckley Amendments of earlier years.

(3) That if the Right to Life orcanizations can agree on this concept, that it
be taken to key members of the Serate Judiciary Committee which has jurisdiction over
propes 1 Constitutional Amzndments. Naturally, ithis would include Sernator Hatch,

Seriator Howell Feflin, &

[

Commitiee Cheirman Strom Thurmond, and, ! would sucges

ormer Chief Justice of Alebame, e distinguished legal scholar, and a

cl
n
-

Uemocrat,
states rignic advocate,

(4, Tnat if Senztors Hetch, Thurmond, and He7flin ecree to sponsor such an
emendment, Senator Baker be informed so that the Senéie can proceed to its consideration
in 1983 and not wait until the closing days of the Congress in 1984 when Senate
action woulc be so late as to not give the House of Representatives tims to act.

(5) That a similar procedure be instituted with key members of the House

Judiciary Committee with consideration also given, at a proper time, to a.House

tition to get an identically worded Constitutional Amendment to the House

44

Discharge P
floor.

In conclusion, let me say that as 1 nave waiched the events of the past two years
unfold, I have given this matter a great deal of thought. I am convinced that the
course | propese is the most efficacious, and most responsibie route to pursve. 1

am similarly convinced that, 17 in 1984 we rerun tne 1982 scneme, we will end up with

the same confused, divided, and dismal results.

-
~1t

e






815 SECOND AVENUE
NEW YORK, N.Y 10017

THE REV CANON EDWARD B GEYER JR
EXEC UTIVE ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT
1O THE PRESIDING BISHOP

3 June 1982

c. Morton C. Blackwell
Special Assistant to tI President for Pul ic Liaison

The White House
Washington D.C.

RE: Your letter of 27 May 1982
Dear } ., Blackwell:
The Presiding Bishop asked me to thank you for sharing with him
the information relating to the President's proposed Voluntary

School Prayer Amendment.

Bishop ""1in enjoyed chatting with you on his recent visit to
the White House. He sends his warm, personal regards to you.

-aithfully yours,

w B Lk

(The Rev. Canon) Edwara B. G, , Jr.



e G W S—

June 16, 1982

Ms. Elizabeth H. Dole

Assistant to the President
for Public Liaison

The White House

Washington, DC 20500

Dear Ms. Dole:

a meeting ot the bishops ot the United States 1n Collegevillie, MN,
but I am sure he will be mo: happy to receive your material when
he returns.

On behalf of Archbishop Quinn, I am

Sincerely yours,

Reverend Milton T. Walsh
Secretary to the Archbishop

MTW:br









BENEDICTINE wISTERS OF VIRGINIA
95: Li? >N HALL ROAD
BRISTOW, VIRGINIA 22013 703: 368-4848

July 4, 1982

Mr. Morton C. Blackwell

Special Assistant to the President
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

ir Mr. Blackwell:

Thank you for the special tour of the White House on the evening
of July 1. Each of us enjoyed it immensely, but our California guests
were so impressed that they said the tour was worth the entire trip
across the country for them.

Thank you too for being so gracious to each of us, allowing
us ample time for questions and for observing at close range the Oval
Office and the Cabinet meeting room in particular.

May the Lord bless you and continue to be your help in the im-
portant work you do for our citizens.

Sincerely yours,

T éL»%¢&~ Zé;uxﬁu l,&k%ﬁ-

Sister Andrea Verchuck, 0.S.B.
Prioress

SAV/shmz
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ARCHDIOCESE OF BOSTON
2121 COMMONWEALTH AVENUE
BRIGHTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02135

OFFICE OF TME CARDINAL

June 23, 1982

Ms. Elizabeth H. Dole
Assistant to the President
for Public Liaison

The White House
Washington, D. C.

~ar Ms. Dole:
Thank you for your letter of June 7, 1982 and enclosures concerning

President Reagan's ammouncement of his intention to submit
d

]
e

With every good wish, I am

g ¥y \.«LLLI.I.DLLLJLJ Wi LIJOLULL






" THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 24, 1982

The Honorable

James L. Buckley

Under Secretary of State for

Security Assistance, Science and Technology
Washington, DC 20520

Dear Mr. Secretary:

Thank you for your letter regarding the July
25-29 convention of The Catholic Daughters of
the Americas. I have forwarded your letter
and suggestion on to the Presidential Sched-
uling Office.

I agree that this is an excellent opportunity

for the President to show his support for tradit-
ional family values. The support that the Cath-
olic Caughters of the Americas has given to
strengthening family values is worthy of recog-
nition.

Thanks again for bringing this organization's
efforts to my attention. Please keep me informed
of similar opportunities. We must be solicitous
of organizations supportive of President Reagan's

policies.

i Morton C. Blackwell
Special Assistant to the President
for Public Liaison



United States Department of State

Under Secretary of State for
Security Assistance, Science and Technology

Washington, D.C. 20520

April 27, 1982

The Honorable

Morton C. Blackwell

Special Assistant to the President
Office of Public Liaison

The White House

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. Blackwell:

In due course, the President will be receiving an
invitation from Bishop Joseph A. McNicholas, of Springfield,
Illinois, to address the national convention of The Catho-
lic Daughters of the Americas. This is the largest
organization of Catholic women in the United States, and
they will be meeting in Chicago, July 25 through the 29th.
Approximately 1000 delegates are expected to be on hand.

Bishop McNicholas is the organization's national
advisor. He describes the membership as consisting of both
married and single women, career as well as homemakers.
They place a special emphasis on family values, and were
one of the first women's organizations to publicly oppose
ERA.

In short, they represent an organization where the
President can expect a truly rousing welcome, and where he
could address and identify himself with a whole spectrum of
issues of particular importance to the Catholic community.
For what it's worth, a good number of bishops would be in
attendance.

I know how many invitations the President receives.
It strikes me, however, that this is an occasion which he
might find particularly advantageous.

With best regards.

!

H i
f [ B YT . .
. Y A v V Lol oD L AN

C“// ley ‘~\\\\\

James L. Buc
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