
April 23, 1996

MEMORANDUM FOR PHIL CAPLAN

TERRY GOODFROM:

ENRICO FERMI AWARDSRE:

We found no documentation in our regular files. However, a 
search of.Todd's "Chron Files" turned up the attached copy which 
is marked as though it was intended for Kitty Higgins.

The information in the computer indicates that Tim Saunders was 
to have received the original for action with a copy to Higgins.

Might there have been a mix-up? If the Clerk's Office did not 
recieve it could Higgins have received the original?
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-fl^REsJbfeNT: October 12, 1995

MR. PRES

Jack Gibbons concurs in DOE’s selections.

 Approve Reject Discuss

Todd Stem^fVzrA
FM Caplan^ (

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

The attached memo from Secretary O’Leary seeks your 
approval of the recipients of the 1995 Enrico Fermi award 
- a Presidential award managed by DOE. The 
recommended winners are:
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ic |) n i
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Dr. Martin Kamen, 81, whose discovery of Carbon 
14 ushered in the modern era of biochemical 
research and led to the understanding of 
photosynthesis and metabolism in all organisms;

Dr. Ugo Fano, 79, Fermi’s most prominent and last 
living student in atomic and radiation physics. The 
range of his contributions during a sixty-year career 
extend from physical theory to genetics and nuclear 
physics.

The winners were chosen from among 82 nominees 
screened by a panel representing the national labs, 
research universities, private sector research organizations 
and federal research agencies. Each recipient receives a 
citation, a gold medal and a $100,000 honorarium
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FROM:

SUBJECT: 1995 Enrico Fermi Award

Please call me at (202) 586-5230 if I can be of assistance.

Attachment

Printed with soy ink on recycled paper

The attached memorandum from Secretary O’Leary to the President is forwarded 
for appropriate handling. We have also provided Dr. Henry C. Kelly, Chairman of 
the Interagency Awards Committee for the Enrico Fermi Awards, with a copy.

... HASSCM

iidl^

Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585 ' 

September 27, 1995

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE TODD STERN 
ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT AND 
STAFF SECRETARY

/Cj|

^DIRECTOR. EXECUTIVE SECRETARIAT

ft

u
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IV. ' DECISION:

 Approve Approve as amended Reject No Action

Attachments

biochemical research and ushered in the modem era of biochemical 
investigations using the isotope to elucidate biochemical pathways and 
mechanisms. At age 81, Dr. Kamen has contributed exceptionally to the 
development and use of Carbon-14 and is still teaching at the University 
of California at San Diego and at the University of Southern California. 
We believe these scientists represent the relevance and the future of 
science.

If these recommendations meet with your approval, we will hold an appropriate 
ceremony for the awardees.
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MARTIN D. KAMEN

Citation

For his exceptional contributions to the development and use of carbon-14, which has

in biology, biochemistry, and

use in

also recognize the development of nuclear chemistry, a

evident.

in preparing C-14 in

theoretical expectations at that time.

appl|ied hlS exPertlse d'rectly in research using tracers to study important chemical

creative era of the Berkeley Radiation Laboratory

- ---------------- AV.a.411CIl JV1I1CU U1C
egendary group under Dr. Ernest 0. Lawrence, working as a radiochemist at the University 

of California at Berkeley cyclotron. Here, in collaboration with Dr. Ruben, he began early
I? f,',"8 Carb0"’'' he 'nade in ,he c’'clo,ron- h°wever- limited by the

short half-life (21 mmutes) of this nuclide. The need for a long-lived radiocarbon was 
evident. While the existence of the nuclide carbon-14 had been postulated since 1934, it had 
never been directly observed nor characterized. Dr. Kamen succeeded in preparing C-14 in 
sufficient amounts to determine its beta-emission energy and lifetime. Then he developed a 
technique to produce copious amounts of C-14 that, in addition, could easily be swept out and 
recovered as gaseous CO or CO, Remarkably, both the large neutron cross-section and the 
extraordinarily long half-life (5,700 years) of carbon-14 were strongly at variance with

'nalOr.jhapter ?n !he hist0Iy of Amer'ccn science and technology. His own contributions Je' 
entbedded m the long process from the very early period (represented by his association with 
Dr. William Draper Harkms), to the great, creanve era of the Berkeley Radiation Laboratory 
m the later 1930s. and extends its influence finally into present day large-scale isotope tracer

m 1940 of the long-lived radioacuve carbon .sotope carbon-U. (Dr Keen's ^league in 
this discovery was Dr. S. Ruben, who died in 1943 ) This man-made isotope, and its use in 
tracer methodology, ushered in the modem era of biochem.cal research. Carbon-14 led to the 
understanding of metabolism in all organisms and photosynthesis, the most fundamental 
process on our planet. This process is being used to study the distribution and turnover of

The most well-known of Dr. Martin Kamen’s many contributions to science is his discovery

carbon dioxide in our deteriorating environment.

In recognizing Dr. Kamen’s work, we

Dr. William Draper Harkins), to the great,
i
production and worldwide application.

In 1937, after completing his doctoral research on neutron scattering. Dr. Kamen joined the

provided an immensely powerful instrument for research in biology, biochemistry, and 
medicine; and for his work on the problem of photosynthesis, including the discovery of new 
cytochromes and their role in energy conversion.

Justification

and biochemical processes. It is noteworthy that two basic themes recur in these pioneering 
radiocarbon studies: photosynthesis and the related general problem of CO. assimilation.
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experience, he wrote what immediately became the primary reference work on the use of 

new

evolutionary relationships and guides research accordingly

his career in 1938 at the Radiation Laboratory of the University of California. He was

He taught at the University of Southern California, was Director of the Chemical-Biological

he is

Dr. Kamen has published 300 scientific papers that demonstrate the range and significance of

biochemistry. He is also the author of Primary Process in Photosynthesis (1963), which is a

figures with whom Dr. Kamen worked during the 1930s and 1940s.

of the World Cultural Council (1990). Dr. Kamen is a member of the National Academy of

Award (1963-1970), the C.F. Kettering Award for Excellence in Photosynthesis (1968), the 
Menjk Award^of the American Society of Biological Chemists (1982), and the Einstein Award

----- — a awwavawaaaj

Sciences.

Washington University School of Medicine, where he supervised cyclotron production of 
radioisotopes for medical research. In addition, drawing upon his unique background and 
experience, he wrote what immediately became the primary reference work on the use of 
radioactive tracers Radioactive Tracers in Biology: An Introduction to Tracer Methodology. 
This work, first published in 1947, has gone through three editions incorporating new 
techniques, and three repnntings, through 1965. This book remains a classic reference on

(1957-61); Professor of Chemistry at the University of California at San Diego (1961 to the 
present). From 1967-1970, he spent every six months as Director of Research at the Centre 
National de la Recherche Scientifique Laboratorie de Photosynthese in Gif-sur-Yvette, France. 
He taught at the University of Southern California, was Director of the Chemical-Biological 
Development Laboratory (1974-1977) and Director of Molecular Biology (1978). Currently 
he :s Professor Emeritus at the University of California at San Diego and at the University of 
Southern California.

Dr. Martin Kamen was bom in 1913 in Toronto. He earned his B.S. and Ph.D. degrees in 
Chemistry and Physical Chemistry, respectively, from the University of Chicago. He began 
----------- .n 1938 at the Radiation Laboratory of the University of California. He was 
Associate Professor of Biochemistry and Chemist to Mallinckrodt Institute of Radiology 
Washington University (1945-57); Professor of Biochemistry at Brandeis University

2

Dr. Kamen's service to tracer technology continued at the Mallinckrodt Institute of Radiology, 

his work. He is author of a widely used standard textbook on tracer methods. Isotopic Tracer 
Methods in Biology, that has been highly influential in introducing tracer methodology to 
biochemistry. He is also the author of Primary Process in Photosynthesis (1963), which is a 
classic work in this field. He has written an autobiography, Radiant Science, Dark Politics: 
A memoir of the Nuclear Age, which is notable for its portraits of a number of scientific 
figures with whom Dr. Kamen worked during the 1930s and 1940s. He has received many 
honorary degrees, including those from the University of Chicago, Washington University, 
University of Illinois, Brandeis University, University of Freiburg in Germany, and the 
Weizmann Institute of Science in Israel. His awards include the C.F. Kettering Research 

basic nuclear science, tracer methodology, and technique.

Dr Kamen continued work on the problem of photosynthesis. With keen scientific intuition, 
he chose to use bacteria instead of green plants as test organisms. This change, related to his 
earlier studies on bacteria at Berkeley, was influenced also by his familiarity with the attitudes 
of comparative biochemistry, a viewpoint that emphasizes general biochemical and



f

UGO FANO

Citation

six decades as exemplified by the phenomena that bear his name: the Fano Effect,

and the

ano’s

profiles and Fano parameters are used to describe the interaction of tunable radiation with

can

understanding of the photoionization process of atoms and molecules.

fields in atomic and solid state physics.

Another important contribution was his concept of state multipoles in the description of 
angular correlations. This concept forms the basis for virtually all analyses of angular-

radiation physics. He published his first paper in 1934 and his latest in 1994. 7;1UO, 
scientific career spans a period of sixty years.' He is best known for his remarkable

For his seminal and sustained theoretical contributions to atomic and radiation physics 
over six decHcies 3s exemnlifipH Kv th#* nhonnmonn ui-____ At_ _ r-
the Beutler-Fano Profile, the Fano Factor, and the Fano-Lichten Mechanism.

Justification

Or. Ugo Fano is Dr. Enrico Fermi’s most prominent and last living student in atomic and 
radiation physics. He published his first paper in 1934 and his latest in 1994. Thus, his 
scientific career spans a period of sixty years.' He is best known for his remarkable 
predictions and interpretations regarding the interaction of radiation with matter. An 
indication of his pervasive influence in physics is the number of phenomena that bear his 
name, the Beutler-Fano profile, the Fano-Lichten mechanism, the Fano effect, and the 
Fano-factor. It is characteristic of his studies to introduce unifying concepts and 
procedures that reduce apparently diverse and complex phenomena to a simple and 
practical description. The following paragraphs describe only a few of Dr. Ugo F;

ui nunuin, i>r. rano discovered a new quantum number. Dr. Fano stimulated the 
study of resonances and doubly excited states, which was the beginning of the vast 
toowledge we now have about doubly excited states of atoms and molecules. Fano

matter, whether in the atomic, molecular, or solid state.

In 1969 Professor Fano predicted that photoionization by circularly polarized light can 
yield highly polarized photoelectrons. His prediction, soon confirmed experimentally 
and known as the Fano effect, had far-reaching consequences. The Fano effect 
stimulated the development of sources for spin-polarized electrons that were needed for 
crucial experiments in atomic and elementary particle physics and initiated a new 
understanding of the photoionization process of atoms and molecules. Photoelectron 
spectrometry of spin-polarized electrons and the interaction of spin-polarized electrons 
with atoms, molecules, and surfaces are currently among the most advanced research

the peculiar profile arises from an interference between the autoionizing state and the 
continuum state, a basic electron-electron correlation effect. He derived the famous 
expression for the line-shape now known as Beutler-Fano Profile. He urged the 
experimentalists to develop spectroscopy using synchrotron radiation for the observation

many contributions to physics.

On® °f Fano s earliest accomplishments was the interpretation of the asymmetric 
profile of spectral lines of rare gases in the autoionization region. Dr. Fano showed that

expression for the line-shape now known as Beutler-Fano Profile. He urged the

of doubly excited autoionizing states in rare gases. In order to classify doubly excited 
states of helium. Dr. Fano discovered a new quantum number.
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correlation experiments in atomic and nuclear physics. In these experiments, events such 
as the simultaneous detection of decay products are correlated with one another, the 
correlation being almost transparently expressed in terms of state multipoles. Concurrent 
with this work was his development of the mathematical techniques for describing 
angular momentum mechanics.

The Fano factor came up early in the development of semiconductor radiation detectors, 
such as lithium-drifted germanium, and accounted for the observed resolution being 
better than would be allowed by statistics. Dr. Fano pointed out the importance of the 
distribution around the mean energy of events arising from ionizing radiation, a rather 
subtle point at the time. He thus made an important and lasting contribution to radiation 
physics, based on his unique physical and mathematical insight.

Dr. Ugo Fano was bom in Torino, Italy, in 1912. He earned his Sc.D. in Mathematics at 
the University of Torino in 1934. His postdoctoral work was with Dr. Enrico Fermi at 
the University of Rome (1934-36) and with Dr. Werner Heisenberg at the University of 
Leipzig (1936-37). After emigrating to the United States, he worked at Washington 
Biophysical Institute (1939-40) and at Carnegie Institution, Washington, D.C. (1940-46). 
From 1946-1966, he worked at the National Bureau of Standards where he was Chief of 
Radiation Theory and Senior Research Fellow. From 1966 to the present, he has been at 
the University of Chicago and its James Franck Institute. He has been Professor 
Emeritus since 1982. Among his many awards are the Rockefeller Public Service Award 
(1956), Gold Medal of the Department of Commerce for Exceptional Service (1957), 
Stratton Award of the National Bureau of Standards (1963), and the Davisson-Germer 
Award (1976). He holds an honorary degree from Queen’s University, Belfast, and the 
Docteur Honoris Causa from the University Pierre et Marie Curie, Paris. Professor Fano 
is a member of the National Academy of Sciences.

The Fano-Lichten mechanism for producing excited states where many electrons 
simultaneously share the energy deposited in atoms and molecules represents a related 
idea that is now part of the accepted canon of atomic physics. The novel feature is the 
demonstration that even though electrons behave independently, they independently do 
almost the same thing; that is, they acquire excess energy under certain circumstances. 
This produces'novel states of matter that have proved to be a fruitful window on new 
aspects of atomic structure. The Fano-Lichten mechanism now forms the basis for the 
description of ion-atom collisions in the low-energy regime.
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PAST RECIPIENTS OF THE ENRICO FERMI AWARD

1956: John von Neumann 1980:

1957: Ernest 0. Lawrence
1981: W. Bennett Lewis

1958: Eugene P. Wigner
1982:

1959: Glenn T. Seaborg

1961: Hans A. Bethe 1983:

1962 Edward Teller
1984:

1963: J.R. Oppenheimer

1964: H.G. Rickover 1985:

1966:
1986:

1968: John A. Wheeler 1987:

1969: Walter H. Zinn
1988:

1970: Norris E. Bradbury

1971: 1990:

1972: Manson Benedict 1992:

William L. Russell1976:

1978: 1993:Wolfgang K.H. Panofsky
Harold M. Agnew

Shields Warren
Stafford L. Warren

Alexander Hollaender
John H. Lawrence

Otto Hahn
Lise Meitner
Fritz Strassman

Rudolf E. Peierls
Alvin M. Weinberg

Seth Neddermeyer
Herbert Anderson

Robert R. Wilson
Georges Vendryes

Norman Rasmussen
Marshall Rosenbluth

Harold Brown
John S. Foster, Jr. 
Leon M. Lederman

Emest D. Courant
M. Stanley Livingston

Richard B. Setlow
Victor F. Weisskopf

George A. Cowan 
Robley D. Evans

Luis Alvarez
Gerald F. Tape

Freeman J. Dyson
Liane B. Russell



DATE: 

TO:

«•

(

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20500

-A.

FROM: Staff Secretary



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASH I NGTON

4 October 1995

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

CC:

FROM: /

SECRETARY JESSE BROWN REQUESTSUBJECT:

HAROLD ICKES
JENNIFER O'CONNOR

LEON PANETTA 
DON BAER

During the course of a meeting yesterday with Secretary Jesse Brown, he asked that I discuss 
with you the importance of adding veterans issues to your message on a regular basis, 
especially in the context of discussions of Republican budget cuts. He cited as an example 
the opportunity for you to mention, when in California, that you don't appreciate the 
Republicans rejecting your proposal to build a new Veterans Affairs hospital there. Or, as an 
alternate example, he stressed the importance of having a strong veto message should you 
veto the VA/HUD appropriations bill; he urges that the veto message include a discussion of 
veterans and the pain the bill would cause them.

%
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DATE: October 10,19 95

TO:

?

FYI.

Todd

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20500

A-c-

Erskine Bowles'
Gene Sperling
George Stephanopoulos

FROM: Staff Secretary
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October 6, 1995

Dear Stuart:

Hillary and I hope that the love and support of

and

prayers in the

Sincerely,

HITE HOUSE

iHINOTON

I was so saddened to hear about your mother's 
gX frilna WO,"an and SUCh a

your family and friends will comfort u,, 
sustain you during this difficult time.

You will be in our thoughts and 
days to come.

Dr. Stuart Fleischner
113 Whispering Pine Cove 
Hot Springs, Arkansas 71901



•1

"tXiXA. UkjoujIu__

0^
&^CTVl . ‘%Ua 1xMa G^tWx^ lk?nrA>&o^vd

^UAAJLl^

I

"1

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

v,**^**>1

**.i.*»*;

o^incu^ Wc^m^uA

Lmjj^v IVftA (koj^Maa^WL Ua fWu.

| ‘ *

^r-O ^JIUX CLJUJ&

GlhJL. V'hAl. IkTvXV (S^JO

<^U4twA_^,

^AAaaq

Cut_A Uu> hm} r

<3

<A$LUU^XXKWli_ Nusl

fco ^mk^.

^Kk oL^ Ij^AA

A W4AX 4to a /A

ka-umax. bejusuji (xktx



\

rHITE HOUSE

October 6, 1995

71901

Dear Mark:

Sincerely,

H. Mark Fleischner
402 Central Avenue 
Hot Springs, Arkansas

I know that the love and support of your family 
and friends will comfort and sustain you during 
this difficult time.

Hillary and I will keep you in our thoughts and 
prayers in the days to come.

I was so sorry to learn of your mother's death. 
She was a wonderful woman and such a good 
friend of Mother. Both of us were truly 
blessed with remarkable mothers.

LSHINGTON
I

I



Albert Gore/OVP, Heather M. Marabeti/OVPTo: 

cc: 
From: 

Date:

Subject:

You asked for a quick turn around in response to a USA today article the POTUS sent you on 
nursing home regs. This is a long, painful •Qn^convoluted story. The short version is that in 

October of this year HCFA finally issued enforcement regulations on a nursing home bill passed 

in 1987. They did this with full involvement of the industry and used lots of performance 

measures in the regs. You spoke about these changes in general terms in the HCFA reform event 

you did with the First Lady on July 11. To the surprise of HCFA, the industry got cold feet as the 

July 1 effective date approached and HCFA struck a compromise with them that effectively 

delays enforcement (that does not affect health) until October 1. In addition HCFA has agreed to 

some of the changes in the 1987 law that industry has wanted. Nevertheless, the industry has 

been very nervous ever since. However, they don't really favor the Bliley approach because 

they don't want 50 sets of regs.
So, if the purpose of the President's inquiry is to see if we could give a rego response to 

this debate - the answer is we can and we have. However, unlike some of our changes in other 

areas, I don't think our changes in this area will settle this debate.

!

Elaine C. Kamarck/OVP

10/05/95 07:14:09 PM _____________
President's inquiry ori nursing home regulation \

the president has seem
|o s



m: Paul D- Leopoulos To: President Bill Clinton Date: 10/6/95 Time: 09:59:19 Page 2 of 4

President Bill Clinton, October 10, 1995

L was
I durin

■

David Leopoulos

Enough politics. Linda has made the decision to run the Boston Marathon. It is April 12-14. We will be 
wiving up with Linda. We are trying to make plans now. I thought that we might stop by on the way back to 
see you so Linda could tell you about her run. I am so proud of her. Maybe if there is not a lot going on we 
could spend the night that night. The kids have not quit speaking about the last trip to see you.

Sorry I missed your call last night, but Linda thoroughly enjoyed speaking with you. She admires and loves 
you and what you are so much. Thanks..

the president has seen

I
Bill, everybody is expecting you to do the same old thing politicians do during an election year. They are 
'expecting you to do nothing. Play it safe. Avoid big decisions so you won’t lose votes. Well, I think a good 
idea would be to go full speed ahead. Try to solve Cyprus, domestic issues, you know all that stuff. The 
general theme during the Greek meeting was that they had three months before Jan 1 st. Then you would not 
be approachable about anything significant. In my speech to them (one of your staffers was there that night, 
Rebecca knows who) I told them they don’t know Bill Clinton. That you were dedicated to getting things 
done and that you would continue to function as President.

was told that the City of Famagusta (very near the green line) is totally deserted. The Greeks abandoned it 
^during the invasion. The Turks don’t want the city and have left it empty. Maybe a first positive step would 
be for the Turks to let the Greeks back into Famagusta then the next step get their troops. They could act like 
statesmen. The result would be that Turkey be considered to join the Common Market. Boy I’m a real foreign 
affairs guru. From a guy that moves from job to job in his last 40’s to foreign affairs expert are you 
Impressed? Just some thoughts.

My trip was veiy special and I want to thank you for a place to stay, the time we spent together and letting me 
win at Hearts.!!! HA HA My inclusion at the signing ceremony was another once in a lifetime thrill you have 
afforded me. I am so luck and spoiled rotten. The only thing I ask is to be much closer when you are sworn in 
January ‘97. Carolyn and I were so far away last time that I couldn’t even see you when I zoomed my Sony in 
toX12.

It was a sad letter and I was feeling veiy sad. Everything sort of hit me at the same time. My job, my country, 
my Mom. But I am feeling better. I am the eternal optimist. A day or two latter and I am back after it. It did 
help to know that you called. You mean a lot to me.

Anyway I had a veiy interesting trip learning more about the Greek issues. Many Congressmen and women 
and several Senators came buy and updated us on how they felt about the Cyprus issue and the others. They 
said that it was one thing to be briefed on Cyprus and the enclave, but another when they visited that terrible 
situation. Lee Hamilton and others really turned me on even more about it.

The Greeks want me to go there to see it for myself. I hesitate to go, because I don’t know if you would want 
me to go. I don’t know if it would be of any real use, unless you want my view. I will do whatever you wish. 
Let me know.

It seems to me that there is no REAL advantage for Turkey to have their troops there. It is probably more of a 
pain in the you know what than an advantage. I am told that even the Turkish Cypriots are not very happy in 
the depressed side of the boarder. Turkey has imported Turks from Turkey and they are not happy or even the 
same types of people the Turks on Cyprus are. The Turkish side of the line is like the 1950’s and very 
depressed while the Greek side is vibrant and alive. Bill, these people just want to go home and live on their 
land, bury their dead in their cemeteries etc. etc. I get nothing but total sincerity from all these Greeks. They 
ask me for nothing, just want to educate me. I am very impressed.
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Kicking the false economy habit

1Illinois has some of the best private, non-profit drug

health care to clogged courts and jails from auto lists several monlto >Tnot a ywor

Senate action is pending, but this much is certain:
in Cook County, where drugs or alcohol are a actor recently t^fy

ISKSS: Slo^bUlion-a-year drug FoT^rydoUar cue taxpa^era will pay seven.in more than two-thirds of all crimes.
The 1

"ThSS of addiction is woven into government funding from the U.S.
budgets at every level from $8 billion in extra Medic- Human Services. Funding for thei department s‘ 
aKentoE to Washington to 5707 million in addi- drug-treatment program would be cut by about IB 
donsTcruXu-justicc spending in Illinois, much or it percent next year jnder an appropriations

If there were a government program so effective 
that every tax dollar devoted to it yielded 57 in sav­
ings by other levels of government, congressional 
budget-balancers would surely want to know.

Unless, of course, that program was drug and alco­
holism treatment

Spending your hard-earned tax dollars to cure other

Interdiction effort the eocaUed “war on drugs,” is 
part of the answer. But another, much smaller, effort 
has shown itself to be far more cost-effective: Addic­
tion treatment ...

i- m
J

1 I «■' 
-2 X*

Such centers are funded by the Illinois Department 
of Alcoholism and Drug Abuse, which gets half its

L’No. 1 603 P. 1/KK 

■

*

accidents^ lost productivity—adds up to more than 

‘—$166 billion.
I

budgets at every level, from $8 billion in extra Medlc-

• ■■ "R ■

uKateTrTorA^fra’sTs million dm admissions, job losses an^ortv 
addicts and 10 million alcoholics, it’s not that easy. F"— nnv'

A recent study by the State of California, which /('?/- 
tracked 1500 cases^ncmdg^hgte^Ldgai^at^ %
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[not too early to ask whether these 

reforms improved the coverage.

ctv’ 

••lllli

ed sound bites, they would impose on the politi­
cians a strict diet of substantive issues. And by 
scrutinizing the candidates’ speeches and ads, call­
ing attention to misleading claims or outright 
falsehoods, they would enforce fair cam­
paign practices. The goal for 1992 was to face 
down manipulative and trivializing campaign 
practices with serious, substantive, and even-
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THE 

■UNMAKING 
OF THE

AINSTREAM

| by S. Robert Lichter and Richard L Noyes

pTie press had two goals for cover- transmitting staged visuals and cynically craft- 

the 1992 campaign: It would

force the candidates to focus on

and it would enforce fair

[campaign practices. With the
pduuccs wiui act

1996 campaign drawing near, its handed oversight.

The media followed this approach in 1992 and 
took special pride in the work they did. Four 
out of five journahsts polled by Times Mirror 
turned thumbs up on the media s performance. 

E In the SOUL-SEARCHING THAT TOOK PLACE Influential media critic Edwin Diamond praised 

E after the 1988 presidential campaign, journal- television for its best campaign reporting in 40 
K ists decided that it was a disaster for which they years. Seymour Topping, then-president of the 
K^bore some responsibility. Urged on by promi- American Society of Newspaper Editors, pro- 

r nent in-house reformers including David claimed that “the country owes [the press] a debt 
f Broder of Tlic Washington Post, Ken Bode now for a job well done.”

of Washington Meek in Review, and Tim Russert With the 1996 primaries only a few months 
of NBC’s Meet the Press, leading news organi- away, it is reasonable to expect that the news 
zanons deternuned well in advance of the 1992 media will take the same approach to presi- 
primary season that they must act more ag- dential campaign coverage that they did in 

K. gressively as the public’s surrogate. Instead of 1992. Look for another round of Ad Watches
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Bush (topi, Clinton, 

and Perot Did jour­

nalists reflect the 

realities of the cam­

paign trail, or add 

their own “spin”?
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by both candidates that day reveal that both = 
were talking about the economy. Bush deliv- s 

ered a speech in Colorado S 
defending his economic poli- 5 
cies, while in Salt Lake City, S 
Utah, Clinton spoke for | 
several minutes on such eco- 3 
nomic matters as American ? 
competitiveness. J

. * A

9

I?’

-

H .
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and reality checks, aggressive questions, and 
blunt criticisms of the candidates. After all, it 
worked in 1992.

But did it? How well did the press corps re­
port on the issues? And did journaUsts protect 
the electorate from self-serving poliricians and 
manipulative political consultants?

To find out, we undertook a systematic anal­
ysis of 1992 presidential election coverage. We 
examined all ABC, CBS, and NBC evening 
news coverage of the campaign “preseason,” the 
primaries, party conventions, and general elec­
tion batdes. For the general election, we added 
CNN’s PrimeNews, BBS’s MacNeil/Lehrer News- 
Hour, and three pillars of the “prestige press”— 
The New York Times, The Washington Post, and 
The Wall Street Journal. We also analyzed the 
general election speeches given by George 
Bush, Bill Clinton, and Ross Perot, as well as 
their campaign commercials and television talk­
show appearances.

Our purpose was to determine whether jour­
nalists mainly reflected the realities of the cam­
paign trail or added their own “spin” that might 
have distorted public perceptions of what the 
candidates said and did. The results of this “re­
ality check” were surprising and sometimes dis- 
turbing. During the campaign year, journalists 
tended to mm:
shirking their duty to debate the issues. But 

„ more often than not, when candidates did ad- 
I dress the issues, journalists failed to report what 

? they said.
! On September 15, 1992, for example, a CBS 

E Evening News report criticized President Bush 
g for talking about his opponent’s draft record 
£ rather than the nation’s economy. After relat­

ing some negative economic statistics, anchor
Dan Rather said, “Both Clinton and President ; 
Bush were in the West today, not talking about | 
the economy.” Bu t transcripts of speeches made s

1.

*

ST



oconstantly talking about crime, their presi- people why issues were relevant to their lives.

in almost a ihird of their general-flection have guessed, since news reports cohsistent-

rei tha^
candidat

var-

candidates spent js much 
time emphasizing their

were

ing the general election, “horse-race” stories air critics outnumbered defenders of tfie pro­

opposite was true.) News organizatidhs con- ers were satisfied with the choice of candidates,

were

>

strategy or tactics. Fewer than one in ten men- their proudest achievement of 1992. But de-
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own positive qualities as 
they did criticizing their 

opponents.
The negative tone of the 

coverage extended beyond 
evaluations of the candidates 

to the campaign itself. On the major networks

ir-
m-

cupied the great bulk of the 
texts of their campaign

re-
ect 

and

is-
sts
re
ut 
d- 
ut

speeches. Yet, so far as 
viewers of the CBS Evening 
News knew, Braver was 
right. During the fall cam­
paign, her program men­
tioned the candidates’ 
ious crime proposals only 
four times.

These examples proved all 
too typical. Less than one- 
quarter of the media cover­
age focused on the candi- 
dates’ proposals or records in

limited to brief and superficial throwaway dates’ campaign spots deserves a closer look, 
lines submerged in discussions of campaign Many journalists regard the “Ad Watches” as

the issues, which proved relevant mainly insofar been tuning out the mainstream media afid get- 
as they helped journalists decod£_thecandidates’ ting their information about the campaign else-

In 1992, less 

than one quarter 

of the media 

coverage focused 

on the candidates' 

puWjchfe.matters^toc- proposals or records.

ly selected the most nega­
tive rhetoric from the cam­
paign trail. More-thar^ 70 
percent of every candidate’s 
sound bites on the evening 
news criticized an oppos­
ing candidate. In their ac­
tual speeches, however, the

speeches. What preoccupied the media _
foibles, campaign tactics, and, as always, alone, nearly 300 on-air 'sourceTcomKl^me^ 

the ‘‘horse race”—i.e., who’s ahead and by how about the quality of the fall campaign, the paid 
,much, according to the latest poll. Indeed, dur- poTucal ads, and the choice of candidife On- 
mg the general election, “horse-race” stories air critics outnumbered defenders of die pro- 
outnumbered issue storij^In 1988, the year ci£byj_rnargin oi twenty to one. By contrast 
the media thought it performed so badly, the post-election polls showed that thr^fofi^e vot- 

opposite was true.) News organizatidhs con- ers were satisfied with the choice of candidates 
tributed to horse-race stories by commission- three in four said they learned enough from the 
mg their own polls (which of course they then campaign to make an informed choice, and two 
had to report), and by covering the presiden- in five even rated the much criticized campaign

is 
>h 
rd 
t-
>r 

^ic-: 

■U 
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violent crime: “Even though Americans are

strategies. ----------
Thus, when news reports mentioned the can­

didates records and proposals, most references 
were '

ne week later, Rather s CBS col- dons of the candidates’policies described their
league Rita Braver, now chief White details and implications. In general, when the 
House correspondent, said the nom- media reported on policy issues they did so in 

were ignoring public concerns about the context of discussing their relevance to who 

might be ahead. In contrast, the candidates told

dential candidates aren t.” But in speeches in The problem wasn’t that the candidates avoid- 
Missouri and Louisiana that day. Bush claimed ed substance, but that the substantive debate ev- 
credit for increasing federal anti-crime funding idently
and attacked Clinton for failing to combat other items about the campaign, 
rising crime in Arkansas. In. fact, the candidates The three presidential rnntenders ako ran 
discussed crime and programs to combat it —------ • ■

where. As will be seen, there is evidence sug­
gesting that happened.

The news media’s handling of the candi-

tial debates with furious speculation about who commercials as helpful. These facts raise the 
had “won” or “lost.” What was really lost wgre question of whether the electorate mi^t have

^tht
:he 
re-

w'as not considered as newsworthy as

The three presidential

more positive campaigns than voters might
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Myers’s critique used broad generalizations 
that were not unlike those in the political 
commercials themselves. Consider her refu­
tation of the Bush ad. The sutement that Bush 
had not “submitted a single significant pro­
posal” on welfare in his first three years is hard­
ly proof that he was misleading voters about 
his future intentions. And although the entire 
statement is labeled misleading, no questions 
are raised about Bush’s “agenda to strength­
en our economy, and make America more 
competitive.”

Additionally, Myers’s critique of Tsongas’s 
statement that other candi­
dates will “borrow from my 
children” dqes not engage
fact. Instead, she rebuts 
Tsongas’s notion that tax 
cuts divert money away 
from deficit reduction by ac­
cepting at face value Clinton 
and Kerrey’s notion that they 
could pay for middle-class 
tax cuts by taxing “the rich.” 
(As president, Clinton found 
the case to be less cut-and- 
dried.) The grievance with 
Tsongas’s ad appears to be 
based on a policy dispute 
with the former senator, not 
a factual disagreement. 

Myers’s closing comment, 
which identifies the “theme” 
of these ads as “distraction, 
distortion, and deception,” 
is hardly substantiated by , 
her selected examples. Her 
use of expert sources is es­
pecially troubling. Robert 

Greenstein, a registered lobbyist, directs the lib­
eral Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, 
which rarely praises Republican presidents. And 
Kathleen Hall Jamieson is an expert on com­
munications, not deficit reduction. Yet their 
comments were integrated into NBC’s story in 
a manner suggesting that opinions were being 
countered by undisputed facts. One might la­
bel such a claim “misleading.”

“Ad Watches” reflected journalists’ gener­
al disdain for all campaign commercials, but

'-W

LISA MYERS: The Bush campaign also 
has taken liberties with ads trumpeting the 
President’s leadership.
BUSH AD: Now he has an agenda to 
strengthen our economy, and make Amer­
ica more competitive in
the world, to change 
welfare, and make the 
able-bodied work.
MYERS: That’s mis­
leading. Here’s why:
BOB GREENSTEIN
(Welfare Policy Special­
ist): In the three years
he’s been president, he’s
not submitted a single 
significant proposal in 
the welfare reform area.
MYERS: ...And now 
the Democrats. Paul
Tsongas, who preaches 
honesty, played fast and
loose with the truth in 
attacking his rivals’ sup­
port for a middle-class 

tax cut.
TSONGAS AD: And 
they want to give me a 
tax credit that they’re
going to have to borrow
from my children.
MYERS: That’s misleading. [Again, the 
word is superimposed on the ad.] Both Bill 
Clinton and Bob Kerrey would pay for 
their tax cuts by raising taxes on the rich. 
KATHLEEN HALL JAMIESON (Politi­
cal Ads Analyst): That means there’s no cost 
to our children.
MYERS: In this latest round of ads, the 
theme seems to be distraction, distortion, 
and deception. And as the stakes get high­
er, it’s likely to get worse.

spite the false sense of certainty they con­
veyed, rh^se picric oil ton frequently simply 
replaced the campaigns’ ambiguous “facts” 

with their own.
A March 3, 1992 NBC “Ad Watch” was typ­

ical of the genre in terms both of its tone and 
structure. Consider the following excerpt:

Lisa Myers's 

critique of Dem­

ocratic candidate

Paul Tsongas’s 

campaign ad did 

not engage fact.
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1992, they resolved to call it the way they 
saw it. Thus, the news went boldly where 
only editorials had gone before, as news sto­
ries regularly contradicted the candidates in 

was 
some of the least balanced, most negative, 
and most opinionated coverage in recent 
memory.

The most obvious victim of the new rules 
was George Bush, who suffered from terri-

’V
r

i.

Finally, like the media’s Horse-race stories

Eric Engberg narrated a contemptuous broad- overuse of negative sound covered the presi-

brush dismissal of the campaign’s negative bites, their attention to neg- dential debates

commercials: ative ads made the candi- with furious specu-

“They’re back! Negative attack ads, univer- dates’ overall advertising lation about who

sally deplored as a vile and corrosive force in campaigns seem more neg- “won" or “lost"

presidential politics, once again rule the airwaves ative than they really were,
in key primary states....Four years of ‘never Three out of five ads that aired during the gen- 
again’ hand-wringing over an ’88 campaign that eral election contained positive messages about 
left voters disgusted has brought forth more of the background or proposals of the sponsoring 
the same.” candidate. But negative ads made up three out

Engberg didn’t challenge the accuracy or fair- of every five that were analyzed in print or 
ness of any specific ad. Instead, he went out of broadcast news stories.
his way to remind viewers of the complaints
about Bushs 1988 campaign. (“The negative A fter the 1988 elections, many report­
trail, with emphasis on patriotic themes, is a fa- Z-A ers believed that by “balancing” their 

miliar one for Mr. Bush, who used flags and the JL JL stories they had failed to tell the truth 

Willie Horton furlough effectively against about the men who would be president. In 
Dukakis in ’88.”) --- -

Like the candidates’ spots, Engberg’s argu­
ment rests not on fact, but on opinions that 
can neither be validated nor falsified by em­
pirical data. The conceit behind the “Ad order to keep them honest. The result 
Watch" segments was that the campaign trail 
could be cleansed by network fact-checkers.
The truth is that voters must choose between 
the candidates’ competing personas and 
philosophies.

ss 
k
id

1-
h 

>e 
:e
X

?.1•‘-'tit :< 3

ft 

.4^1

1



«

t

84 mediacritic

Bi-

t

Y

-A

Sv-

a

«
_ .* JI _

>V
7 .

I
I

*
J

CU

h<
CI

at 
th
v< 
re
v<
d.

P:
st 
u

g

I;

'■>-

i

Candidates appear- ble press all year long. Dur­
ing on talk shows by- ing the primaries he got 

the worst press of any can­
didate in either party— 
78 percent negative sound 
bites about him on the net­
work news shows. Many 
of these bites were pro­
vided by primary and gen­
eral-election opponents and

their allies But under the new rules for cov- 
erage that permitted reporters to intrude their 
own opinions into the news, journalists them - 
selves contributed to the neganvity. In January,

1
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V
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passed the main­

stream media. Top: 

Perot on Meet the 

Press. Below: Larry 

King hosts Clinton 

and Gore (left), and 

President Bush.

frl g

>:
X

Lisa Myers offered her own bottom-line as­
sessment of Bush s presidency: “Its tough to 
lead when you don’t know where you want 
to go. Call it a vision—George Bush doesn’t 

seem to have one.”
This remark reflected the tone of the neg­

ative press Bush got all year. During the sum­
mer, some 70 percent of the sound bites 
directed at the incumbent on the network 

news shows were negative, a percentage 
matched during the fall election. For both pe­
riods, a majority of comments about Bill 
Clinton were favorable. This disparity was 
even greater in the major newspapers. Vir-
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that the media were simply biased against Re­
publicans. In fact, the media treated other can­
didates to hostile and dismissive coverage. As a

e as- 
:h to 

want 
esn't

leg- 
um- 
utes 
ork 
age 
pe-

^oday the public revolt against the 
mainstream media extends from talk 
radio to cyberspace. During Campaign 

’92 the main challengers to the traditional 
creating misperceptions greater than any cor- media were the so-called “new media” tele-
rected in an “Ad Watch.” vision call-in shows. The formats Larry King

It would be a mistake, however, to conclude and Phil Donahue offered the candidates dur­
ing the primary season were not popular with 
mainstream journalists. But so many citizens 
turned to the talk-show alternatives that the

tually every one of Bush’s policies came in for group, rhe randidares received far more nega- 
heavier criticism than did those of his Demo- rive than positive press.
cratic opponent. Moreover, all of Bush’s major challengers

Bush was further victimized by highly neg- were themselves victimized at one time or an- 
ative and occasionally inaccurate reporting on other by the build-’em-up-knock-’em-down 
the economy. During the Republican con- syndrome that running the media gauntlet en- 
vention in Houston, ABC’s John McWethy tails. Bill Clinton’s candidly survived the 
reported, “It’s going to be hard to make the Gennifer Flowers feeding frenzy, but hisjnib- 
voters forget what has happened to their stan- lie reputation never really recovered. And 
dard of living since George Bush became Ross Perot’s media image went from that of 
president.” Actually, the media s coverage en- savior to psycho almost overnight. Proving 
sured that voters thought ill of the economy that they could be equal-opportunity de- 
under Bush, despite evidence of economic stroyers, Erjc Engberg of CBS blasted Perots 
ermwrh ? C— '

Bril
was 
v'ir-

As Clinton’s rough 

treatment suggests, 

it’s now commoq 

to see journalists ’ 

feelings appear ih 

their coverage.

growth.
Throughout the third quar­

ter of 1992, for example,
the Gross Domestic Product
(GDP) grew at the robust
rate of nearly four percent.
During that same period of
time, our research shows,
an astounding 97 percent
of sources on the evening
news gave negative assess­
ments of the economy. Net­
work television correspon­
dents continued to bemoan
the “recession” long after it
ended in early 1991. Polls
continued to find a majority of the public be- rationalized as “truthtelling.” Mixing news and 
lieving the economy was in recession as re- commentary was hardly an unknown practice 
cently as last year—the fourth year of the -nTthe past, but it was treated as sofnething"to 
current expansion. Little wonder that the em- be avoided or explained away. Now it appears 
inent political sociologist Seymour Martin to be regarded by journalists as a public service.
Lipset concluded, “What defeated the Re- Whether the public applauds this development 
publicans was perception....[MJany people is another question. Indeed, the sudden pop­
thought conditions were worse than they ularity of interactive news formats may reflect
were.” widespread disaffection with the national me-

If Lipset is correct, 1992 was the year that Re- dia as the forum for our political discoune. 
publican paranoia became reality—the media
really did do them in. At the least, our findings f 
argue for greater humility from those journalists
who presumed to protect the public against po­
litically inspired misconceptions, all the while

“penchant for...intimida­
tion,” while Lisa Myers 
of NBC used terms such 
as “notorious,” “bizarre,” 
and “distorted” to describe 
Perot.

Thus, the Bush-bashing 
hints at something more dis­
quieting than liberal bias. As 
President Clinton’s rough 
media treatment suggests, it 
is now common to see 
journalists’ personal feeling? 
appearing in their political 
coverage. Commentary-has 
been redefined as news jnd
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candidates to conduct cleaner and more sub-
By early summer the morning news shows stantive campaigns. Voters displayed little grat-
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dates who meanwhile were limited to nine- that only 36 percent gave the coverage a grade 

second sound bites on the evening news.

a J » ***** *• ** *— — ————--- _ — _ a

format’s popularity: The talk shows provided campaign consultants. Even more ominous for

i_______________________________ __________________ _

tive and balanced portraits of the candidates than

and prime-time magazine programs began itude to their “saviors : A survey by the Times 
featuring lengthy interchanges with candi- Mirror Center shortly before the election found

___ ; o • of “A” or “B.” Voters actually gave a slightly 
Our study reveals a good reason for the new higher grade point average to the much reviled

more substantive information and more posi- the media elite were findings that a majority be- 
__ _____   i lieved the press has too much influence over 
the “establishment’’ media did. During the 34 elections, and a startling 84 percent thought 
interview programs televised nationally during journalists let their own political preferences in- 
the fall of 1992, three out of every four c.om- fluence the way they report the news, 
ments concerned the candidates’ records or The media’s reformers correctly perceived the 
proposals. By contrast, less than a.third of the need for change after the ’88 campaign. Vast 
comments on the network evening news shows segments of the public had become discon- 
and half of the discussion on BBS’s MacNeil/ nected from the nation’s politics. The problem 

Lehrer Newshour dealt with these matters.
Toward the end of October, for example, an

was that their solutions prescribed a more in­
trusive and aggressive role for journalists—more 

Atlanta woman called Larry King to ask Bill mediation at a time when the public desired a
Clinton about welfare reform. His answer last- more direct view of the candidates. In 1992, as
ed two minutes and seventeen seconds, far more journalists critically reviewed the candidates ads 
time than he ever received on any evening news and campaign conduct, reporters took that 
show. He supplied statistics on the portion of much more time away from the issues, and they 
women who stay on welfare for many years. He added that much more negativity to the pro­
discussed the need to offer recipients job train- cess. Instead of changing the system, they be­
ing, child care, and medical insurance. And he came more closely identified with it. 
spoke about the great amount of community- Polls show that many voters now doubt the 
service work that could be accomplished by essential fairness and accuracy of the infor- 
putting welfare recipients to work. Bush, Clin- mation they receive from the news media. To- 
ton, and even Ross Perot all had the chance to day’s mainstream media is in danger of be- 
explain their programs in detail on the talk coming tomorrow s marginal media. If noth- 
shows, giving voters an opportunity not af- ing else forces reconsideration of how the me- 
forded by traditional network programs. dia covers presidential campaigns, the fear of

The talk shows have their own limitations. At declining influence should. Those journalists 
best they can be nothing more than a com- who want to recover the medias proper pub- 
plement to political journalism. Their strength lie mandate can begin by rediscovering the val- 
lies in their relative lack of “mediation.” As ues and practices that once set journalism apart 
demonstrated during the campaign, some shows from punditry, propaganda, and melodrama, 
allowed voters to express their concerns direcdy The goal should be to provide an accurate ac- 
and all of them let citizens hear the candidates count of the battle over issues and ideas during 
speak for themselves. In their talk-show ap- the campaign, rather than trying to settle it 

pearances, where the candidates had some con- themselves.*
trol over the agenda, most conversations focused ----------------------------------
on substantive matters, and audiences could S. Robert Lichter is president and Richard E. 
evaluate the candidates' responses without de- Noyes is political studies director at the Center for 
pending on journalists to translate for them. Media and Public Affairs in Washington, D.C. 

The medias post-1988 attempt to reform their Their latest book is Good Intentions Make 
campaign coverage reflected their belief that Bad News: Why Americans Hate Campaign 
journalists could best serve voters by forcing the Journalism (Rownian & Littlefield. 1995).



October 14, 1995

MEMORANDUM FOR THE ENT

FROM:

SUBJECT:

We have received the following recent political information items:

c.

creatingjobs. GOP has advantage on: 
virtually all other economic issues (oth-M-

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Ickes memos on C/G ’96 fmances. Two memos from Terry McAuliffe/Laura 
Hartigan via Harold on the status of re-elect finances: 1) The campaign continues to 
set records. Terry reports that this quarter’s FEC filing (July-Sept) will show $10.1 
million cash raised. With the federal match and last quarter’s $9.3 million, the 
September 30 total is $30.2 million. Projections through the end of the year show an 
additional $11 million raised (including the match) for a year-end total of $41.2 
million. Harold urges you to congratulate both Terry and Laura Hartigan. 2) The 
fundraising division will spend $6.6 million for primary fundraising -- $600,000 
under original estimates, but $400,000 over the estimated fundraising exemption of 
$6.2 million. This $400,000 will come out of the amount available for campaign 
activity. Terry and Laura have initiated the planning phase of the General Election

TODD STERhR^
PHIL CAPLA^q

Recent Political Information Items

Ickes memo on Celinda Lake presentation. Outlines research by Lake, especially 
focused on women. Among points she made: mood of country of pessimistic, but 
there is still a substantial gender gap in your favor. Working women strongly support 
you -- Medicare and education are two key elements. Women think Republicans are 
going too far; more men believe Republicans can’t get anything done. Dems have 
advantage over GOP on: jj^fliflg-llj£j]jj^^£ii2ja^4i>^ucafioniprot^tingchMrenand 
creatingjobs. GOP has advantage on: welfare, controHingmedeficitandchangeand 
virtually all other economic issues (other than jobs.) Blue collar America "frantic" 
about jobs and the future. Married, white non-college women and older women are 
best swing votes to go after.

Celinda Lake memo on communicating effectively in current environment. 
Voters are extremely cynical and distrustful of politicians, and this has consequences 
for the kind of discourse that can get through. ^he^m^esj^el^in^oiHacts  ̂
rhetoric; not exaggerating; avoiding partisan references (Congress is the enemy, not 
Democrats or Republicans); always aligning on the side ot change; using non-partisan 
third-party validators" 4OWA?

(B)

7HE HAS Sf 'H



IE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN

Lake Research io-n-^5

MEMORANDUM

To: Lake Research Clients

Subject: Communicating Effectively in the Current Environment

Date: September 29, 1995

►

Less effective: He voted for huge cuts in education.

►

Less effective: Medicare slashed!

More effective: Congress scales back Medicare by $270 billion.

1730 Rhode Island Avenue, NW Suite 400 Washington, D.C. 20036 tel: 202-776-9066 fax: 202-776-9074

Over the past six months, Lake Research has conducted over 100 focus groups among 
swing voters across the United States, testing messages and materials on a broad range of 
topics. The following is a summary of our observations, drawn from the whole of our 
research, on how to best cut through a cynical and angry political environment and maximize 
the impact of our messages.

LessJS-More, Part I. In this environment, strong language is not always the best. 
Voters reject headlines and language which seem exaggerated or overblown, and they 
are quick to label things as "too political," or as "just rhetoric." The most effective 
language is sober and restrained, and the most effective tone is serious and measured.

More effective: He voted for legislation which would reduce funding for Head 
Start by $xxx million, more than one third of its current budget.

lust, the Facts. In the past, the best political communication has used strong, thematic 
language, and avoided technical details that seem dry or narrow. In the current 
political environment, dry is good, and facts are critical to credibility. Voters' 
profound cynicism and distrust of politics mean that they assume political players will 
lie and intentionally mislead them. More than ever, they demand facts to back up all 
assertions, they demand a substantial level of detail, and they want to hear the whole 
story.



►

*

►

►

Less effective: We should not eliminate the Department of Education.

Less effective: He wants to gut environmental laws and repeal important 
protections.

Less effective: Tell your Representative to vote against the Republicans' 
attempt to raise Medicare costs for seniors.

More effective: Tell your Representative to vote against Newt Gingrich's and 
Bob Dole's attempt to raise Medicare costs for seniors.

More effective: The Department of Education should be reformed, not 
eliminated.

More effective-. He voted to relax environmental protections and to allow 
industries to release higher levels of waste into our lakes and rivers.

Less is More, Part II: The amount of information voters have about current proposals 
is minimal, and they are skeptical that Republicano would gn fAr as we know they 
are going. They do not believe, for example, that any member of Congresswould 
-want to repeal environmental protections, because public support for these things is too 
strong. As a result, telling the truth about the GOP agenda can actually backfire, and 
voters sometimes reject what we tell them, even when it's true, because they think it is 
exaggerated. Therefore, we should err on the side of understatement.

Avoid Partisan References. The enemy for voters is Congress - not Democrats, and 
not Republicans. Moreover, one of their strongest criticisms of Congress is that 
Members put partisanship ahead of good policy, and they resent this. Voters believe 
that debates on the Hill are just partisan bickering, and they want .an end to this. As a 
result, the fact that a vote is split along party lines no longer leads voters to draw 
conclusions about what Republicans must be for and what Democrats must be for. 
Instead, they conclude that the vote was just political, just more jockeying for position. 
In this environment, any mention of partisanship blocks voters' willingness to listen. 
Specifying the GOP leadership or a specific Member helps mitigate this-

Follow the Crowd: Reject the Status Quo. Above all, voters continue to want change. 
They want reform. And there is no part of government that they do not believe needs 
to be reformed. Any side aligned with the status quo in this environment will lose. In 
defending our priorities, whether Medicare or education, it is important to concede that 
change is needed, and it is important to concede this up front. Before voters will 
listen to anything we have to say, we must reassure them that we want change as well. 
The debate must be about what kind of change we want, not whether we want change 
at all.



►

I

More effective: The Anytown Times reports that The State Council of 
Pediatricians, the Association of Concerned Biologists, and the Anytown Civic 
Responsibility League agree that this legislation is dangerous.

Less effective: Feminists and environmentalists agree that this legislation is 
dangerous.

Some Kinds of Third Parties are Good: Validate with Others. Third-party validation 
is an important part of increasing credibility. The most credible messengers are 
independent and non-partisan (rather than Znpartisan), with agendas that seem well- 
intentioned and non-political. The most credible messengers also come from outside 
Washington, D.C. In addition, coalition efforts, particularly when a coalition is 
diverse and counter to stereotype, add credibility.
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FROM:

SUBJECT:

We have received the following recent political information items:
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Ickes memos on C/G ’96 finances. Two memos from Terry McAuliffe/Laura 
Hartigan via Harold on the status of re-elect finances: 1) The campaign continues to 
set records. Terry reports that this quarter’s FEC filing (July-Sept) will show $10.1 
million cash raised. With the federal match and last quarter’s $9.3 million, the 
September 30 total is $30.2 million. Projections through the end of the year show an 
additional $11 million raised (including the match) for a year-end total of $41.2 
million. Harold urges you to congratulate both Terry and Laura Hartigan. 2) The 
fundraising division will spend $6.6 million for primary fundraising -- $600,000 
under original estimates, but $400,000 over the estimated fundraising exemption of 
$6.2 million. This $400,000 will come out of the amount available for campaign 
activity. Terry and Laura have initiated the planning phase of the General Election

Celinda Lake memo on communicating effectively in current environment. 
Voters are extremely cynical and distrustful of politicians, and this has consequences 
for the kind of discourse that can get through, ^hejirges^^vingonfacts^not 
rhetoric; not exaggerating; avoiding partisan references (Congress is the enemy, not 
Qgffiocrate>oraRegublicans)£_always aligning on the side of change; using norTjjartisan 
third-party validators■ 1

Ickes memo on Celinda Lake presentation. Outlines research by Lake, especially 
focused on women. Among points she made: mood of country of pessimistic, but 
there is still a substantial gender gap in your favor. Working women strongly support 
you - Medicare and education are two key elements. Women think Republicans are 
going too far; more men believe Republicans can’t get anything done. Dems have 
advantage over GOP on: 
creatingjobs. GOP has advantage on: welfare, controllrngmedeficitandchangeand 
virtually all other economic issues (other than jobs.) Blue collar America "frantic" 
about jobs and the future. Married, white non-college women and older women are 
best swing votes to go after.

TODD STERlf^
PHIL CAPLANj^

Recent Political Information Items



the PRESBST HAS SEEN
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THE WHITE HOUSE
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WAS HIN GTO N

5 October 1995

CC:

<5^FROM: HAROLD ICKES

RE:

Overall, she says, the mood of the country is pessimistic.

With respect to Republicans, women think they are going to far 
and, interestingly, more men are coming to believe the
Republicans can't get anything done.

LEON PANETTA
ERSKINE BOWLES 
MAGGIE WILLIAMS
JACK QUINN
DOUG SOSNIK
BETSY MYERS 
DON BAER 
ANN LEWIS

On 4 October Celinda Lake gave one of her periodic presentations 
regarding some of her most recent research, especially that 
focused on women.

Attached is a 29 September 1995 memorandum to "Lake Research 
Clients" regarding communicating effectively in the current 
environment.

MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
THE VICE PRESIDENT

POLLING PRESENTATION BY CELINDA LAKE ON 4 OCTOBER 
1995

No surprise, there is a substantial gender gap in the President's 
favor. Working women strongly support the President, with
Medicare and education being two key elements. She said that the 
President is also increasingly strong with "seniors", which is a 
turn around compared to her prior polling.

Education is a very big issue, especially with women. Democrats 
have the advantage over Republicans on the following issues: 
helping the middle class, health care, education, protecting 
children and creating jobs.



By contrast. Republicans have the advantage over Democrats on 
welfare, controlling the deficit and change.

Violence and the safety of children is now a dominant issue, more 
so then personal safety.

She urges less focus on analysis of what is wrong with much more 
focus on what President plan's for a better economic future.

She urges that the phrase: "But this is not good enough” should 
follow recitation of virtually any accomplishment. e.q., "over 7 
million new jobs have been created during our administration, but 

Education is a central issue for women because it is translated 
into a better future for their children.

People believe that Washington DC 
A growing number of

Other than for jobs. Republicans have the advantage over 
Democrats on virtually all economic issues.

Congress is seen as the enemy.
is controlled by the special interests.
people believe that government is too intrusive, but women think 
government can accomplish more compared to what men think 
government can accomplish.

She said that a large number of people do not know what the 
Democratic "economic plan" is. She cited examples of focus 
groups where she hands out blank pieces of paper and asks each 
person to write down the words or phrases that best describe the 
Republican economic plan and the Democratic economic plan. More 
often then not, half of the papers describing the Democratic 
economic plan come back blank compared to papers regarding the 
Republican plan, all of which are filled out with phrases such as 
deficit reduction, tax reduction, etc.

A majority of the respondents do not think that their economic 
conditions are any better and that their children will not live 
as well as they do.

She cautions against spending too much time describing the 
current economic condition; rather, she strongly urges that the 
President, Vice President and others focus on how things will be 
better, i.e., the future.

In her opinion, the economic crises has generated a cultural — 
crises. People say they must work very hard in order to make 
ends meet which, in turn, deprives them of the ability to care of 
their children and homes. This view is especially prevalent 

among women.

She strongly urges that all policies be "value based". Among 
women, "respect" is now a higher value then "equality". Women 
complain that they do not get respect from their bosses, their 
husbands, their co-workers, etc.



that is not good enough.”

In testing phrases describing affirmative action, which she says 
most people are against, the phrase "equal opportunity to 
compete" gets the most positive response.

On welfare reform, younger women who are working want welfare 
reform, but, unlike many men, they also want the protective 
services for children.

I asked her to draft some key phrases which describe issues an<L — 
specifics but which are more appealing to women than the typical 
language that men ordinarily use. For example, she pointed out 
that the concept of "balancing work and family" works well with 
college education professional women but does not work at all for 
non-college educated because the latter don't look at work as 
something they want to balance with their family, they merely 
look at work as something to help them get a better life for 
their family.

She says that blue collar America is "frantic" about jobs and the 
future. Married,, white non-college women and older women are 
the best "swing" votes to go after. Among married white non- 
college, those who work is the best subset.
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Wednesday, October 18, 1995

MEMORANDUM FOR THE P]

FROM:

RE: LONDON THEATER GUIDE

CC: ERSKINE BOWLES
PATTI SOLIS

LUCIE NAPHIN
SCHEDULING

HASSE-N

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASH I NGTON

THE PPEStulj'r

PR^yENT^jjj&^

Per your request, attached is a list of all the major theater productions which will be 
playing while you are in London. As of now, you are scheduled to host a dinner the first 
night you are in London at the Ambassador’s residence for approximately 80 people (this 
would include US and European businessmen, writers, actors and other prominent 
Americans living in Europe). Would you rather go to the theater that evening and if so 
which production would you be interested in seeing?
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Tily to find a chaotic scenario of secret couples. With Royce 
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AWAITING NEW PRODUCTION
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gothic novel of life beneath the haunted stage of 
Opera. Directed by Harold Prince. MUSICAL

- - a _i. rnn^-<-7

A/C

A/C

/<

 ■i

A/cr

. ?

I

Cl '

U: Leicester Square____________________________________

HER MAJESTY’S Haymarl^. swi I

THE PHANTOM OF THE OPERA

CRITERION Plcnadillv Circus. W1
TAKING SIDES
Ronald Harwood's new play leaves the audience to decide 
on the suggested complicity of William Ftidwangler, one of 

Germany's leading composers, in the Nazi era. 

Starrinn Daniel Massey and directed by Harold Pinter. 
PLAY

•» 
I

Music by Andrew Lloyd Webber, lyrics by Charles Hart. 
Andrew Lloyd Webber s romantic musical based on Gaston 

Leroux's
the Paris

WATCH 
THIS 

SPACE!

r

r; j.an i. >m

< ,j‘i r. \

FIVE GUYS NAMED MOE
By Clarke Peters. The musical tribute to the songs of Louis 
Jordan comes back to town having left the Lyric on March 4. 

me story ot Nomax, who's feeling blue until five guys named 
Moe emerge from the radio to teach the gospel according to 

Louis Jordan. Songs from IIiu show Include 'Is You Is Or Is 
You Ain't My Baby?and ‘Push Ka Pi Shoe Pie'. MUSICAL 

E: MON-THUR B.00 M: FRt-SAT 6.00 8 8.45 R: 1ZO mins U; Leicester Square

APOLLO Shaftesbury Avenue, W1

DEAD GUILTY
Jenny Seagrove plays Julia, a professional businesswoman 
who is seriously traumatised and becomes housebound 
following a car accident. As friends look after her, a series of 
events leads her to believe that someone knows that the 
accident was not quite as it seemed. With Hayley Mills. 
THRILLER

E; MON-FRI 8.00 SAT 8.15 M; THURS 3.D0 SAT 5.00 R: 135 mint U: P«ca«yCircus

CAMBRIDGE Earlham Street, WC2

FAME - THE MUSICAL
Fame follows the antics and traumas of the kids at the New 

VnrV Ulffh C^hnnl fnr Ondnmino ArtK as Ihov tCV tn nmui 
taih--’- <c*^nu/<zia

MUSICAL

iF ■ MON-SAT 7.Afi M : WED, SAT 3.00 R : 150 nws U : PiecadiPy CifOUt

»tv nr« »<•;«. jrtiihi-.

^4

•sas

E: MON-SAT 7,30 M; WEO & SAT 2.30 R: 150 mlns U: Piccadilly Circus 

DUCIIEZ33 Call ICIlue SUeel, WGZ

DON’T DRESS FOR DINNER
By Marc Camolettl. Adapted by Robin Hawdon. In Marc 
&cuiiufcur& fatw Mf^ftaof 3/taftf<uif Nfailia oo
invited for a relaxing wcoKond at hlu friendu’ cuunby coti&yu 
onh -----------1-------------- 4 —°—
Mtfai. JdUMU ripci
directs. COMEDY

E: MON-FRI 8,00 M: WED 3.00, SAT 5.00 8 8.30 R: 135 mins U: Cownt Garten

ADDinif Ohorino Crnce Rnart WC.O
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own experiences in the U.S. Navy, investigating the c 
McCartyite hounding of gay men In the armed forces.
KLH T

E: MON-SAT 8.00 M: WED & SAT 3.00 R! 150 mlns U: Piccadilly Circus
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BURNING BLUE
American playwright DMW Greer's debut play is based on his 

the continued

!

i:?-

IglOT

E: TUES-SAT 6.00 M; SAT: 5.00 SUN; ♦.00 R: 120 mins U: Piccadilly Circus

DRURY LANE Catherine Street, WG2

MISS SAIGON
by Claude-Michel Schonberg, lyrics by Richard Maltby 

I Alain Boublil. A latter-day Madam Butterfly meets her

| M9s s 
s; i h •<. >i i

±u -ui ri-ozyn^y

SUNSET BOULEVARD
Music by Andrew Lloyd Webber, book and lyrics by Don Black and 
Christopher Hampton based on the Billy wilder film. Elaine Paige

WATCH 
THIS 

SPACE!

E: MON-SAT 8,00 M: TUE 3.00, SAT 4.00 H; 110 mint U; Covenl Garden

HAYMARKET Haymarket, SW1

E; MON-SAT 7,45 M: WED & SAT 3,00 R: 165 mins U: Govern Garden

FORTUNE Russell Street, WC2

THE WOMAN IN BLACK
By Stephen Mallatratt from the novel by Susan Hill. A keen young 

solicitor Is sent to wind up the affairs of a recently deceased woman. He 
begins to piece together the details of her strange reclusive life, alone in 

a remote and mysterious house. Years later, he recounts his 
experiences, desperate to exorcise the ghosts of the past. THRILLER

\|ichah [Ii\siri^

U: LelcaslM Square

BARBICAN Barbican Centre, EC2

ROYAL SHAKESPEARE COMPANY
A PA TROIT FOR ME - pla Y

A MIDSUMMER NIGHT’S DREAM 

HENRY V - play

stars In Andrew Lloyd Webber's musical, based on the classic 1940‘s 
Billy Wilder film about an ageing silent movie actress who plots her 

comeback with the aid of a younger man. The cast also features 
John Barrowman and Is directed by Trevor Nunn. MUSICAL 

E: MON-SAT 7,45 M: THUR & SAT 3.00 R: 160 mins U: Charing X

AMBASSADORS West Street, WC2
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PLEASE SEE SEPARATE BROCHURE. U: Baibto

COMEDY Panton Street, SW1

MICHAEL FEINSTEIN
Limited three week season from the master of American 
cabaret whose material Includes the songs of Cole Porter, 
George & Ira Gershwin, Irving Berlin & Jule Styne. 
(until24/09/95)
CABARET

Music i
Jr and
G1 Joe during the fall of Saigon in 1975. Written by Les 
Miserublus uumpoaera Alain Boublil and Claudo-Michol 
Schonberg, and directed by Nicholas Hytner. MUSICAL
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Additional songs by B. Gibb, J. Farrar. L. SI. Louis, S. Simon. 
Shane Richie stars as Danny with Samantha Janus as Sandy, the

intorroqato a mombor ot thq IHA. PLA V
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E: MON-SAT 8.00 M: THUR 3.00,8AT 5.00 R : 12Q mans u: riccaqtiiy QfCUS

♦J—****--* 4 one
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A/C
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ENGLISH NATIONAL OPERA SEASON 

CARMEN /COSl FAN TUTTI

RUSALKA / THE FAIRY QUEEN

■'

RAT IN THE SKULL
Ron Hutchinson's 1984 play lD.^h‘ch..In'>y-noi<!ft.pt9y3mJ^>yAL.„ 
Ulster Constabulary officer called back from vacation to

WATCH
- THIS - 
SPACE!

INDIAN INK
By Tom Stoppard. In Ton Stoppard's new play, the poet Flora Crewe 

arf!.vy5‘n W'*,n 1S.3.O!° both British and Indian societies

high school goody-two-shoes who fancies a bit of rough. This 
production is based on the hit film, including songs never before 
performed In a stage version. David Gilmore directs. MUSICAL 

E;MQN-SAT7.30 M: WED&SAT3.00 RJMmins U; Tottenham Court Road 

DUKE OF YORK'S St. Martins Lane. WC2

son meet in London. Felicity Kendal plays Hora, with Margaret Tyzack as 

her sister and Ari Malik as the artist. Directed by Peter Wood. PLA Yher sister and Art Malik as

E:MON-SAT7.30 M:WEDiSAT3J0 R: 165mins U:HolbomCow»Garden

APOLLO VICTORIA Wilton Road, SW1

STARLIGHT EXPRESS
Music by Andrew Uoyd Webber, lyrics by Richard Stilgoe. 

Andrew Uoyd Webber's roller-skating musical Inspired by 
the motion of trains has become the second longest running 
musical in the West End. the show was re-directed and re­

choreographed in 1992. Directed by Trevor Nunn. 

MUSICAL

E:MON-SAT7,45 M: TUES SAT 3.00 R: ISO mlns U:Victoria

COLISEUM St. Martins Lane, WC2

ir uci
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* ■ ■
Wo/W/’L? and Richard Maltby Jr. Mucical

PLEASE SEE SEPARATE BROCHURE U: Leieestef Souare/ChartnQ Cross

DOMINION Tottenham Court Road, W1

GREASE
Book, music and lyrics by Jim Jacobs and Warren Casey.

I
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E, MON-3AT 7,30 M ; WSP A SAT 3.00 R , 160 mins U : PkxadWy Circus

LYRIC Shaftesbury Avenue, W1

AIN’T MISBEHAVIN’
Docod on an Maa by Murray ____ ~.
furtru via vf 1900u Hu.tutn ^<nj v«» 'l/nr uviyt, ut
Fats Waller. Fats, whose real name was Thomas, has an enduring 
pupulailty UaseU on 3miU3 such a3 The JuhH la Juiuuhi,

T^pBlack and Blue?'.

C : MOI) CAT 7.00 M ; Tl HJOO «. QAT 0.00 H : TOA U : L«kc»<or Oqu«^0»,«nn3 Oro»»

GIELGUD Shaftesbury Avenue, W1

COMMUNICATING DOORS
Alan Ayckbourn directs his own new play In which Ms 

Poopay Dayseer, fleeing for her life, steps through a 

communicating door In a hotel room to find herself In another 

time. Julia McKenzie stars. PLAY
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aided by a company of 23 dancers, singers - musicians.
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By Patrick Marber. Set in a restaurani, rne w/hc ^aa

RfittT-CW.,

E; MON-SAT B OO M: SAT 4,00 R: 120 mire U: Ulceslcf Square
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NEW LONDON Drury Lane. WC2

CATS
by Andrew Lloyd Webber. This International award- 

^neinal ic nrtiv /n H6 14111 YVOl. Ba99d on T.

THE MEMORY
WILL LIVE FOREVER!
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TIIHEE TALL Wt~JMAN bromZD/W33
THE DUCHFSS OF MALE! From 27/1
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E; MON-SAT 7,45 M: TUE, SAT 3.00 R: 165 mire U: HoUxyMCoveei Garden

PALACE Shaftesbury Avenue, W1

, LE3 MISERABLES

|F'
struggles of 19th century F

ana John Caird. MUSICAL

■ jX •

it

I before f^s own untimely death In the 198O's. Only the Lonely. 

I Pretty Woman and In Dreams all feature In this Stage biography. 

I Directed by Ian Kellgren. MUSICAL

| t; IUE-THUR W M.I‘RIM3»M»»*i

I PRINCF OF WALLU Uovontry ctreei. w igjgg

TOMMY STEELE ‘ what A show.’

MUSICAL

4*.. *M 
••nv?

'•i'i?"3'*-,

I n'f,-.' '
A.xa

VAUDEVILLE Strana.

DEALER’S CHOICE

By Alam BOUblll, Claudc-Michol Cohonbors' »nfi

struggles of 19th century France. Directed by Trevor Nunn 

and John Caird. MUSICAL

E; mQN.SAT 7.30 M; THUR, SAT 2.30 R: 195 mini U: Ldoester Square

PICCADILLY Denman Street, W1

THE ROY ORBISON STORY
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aided by t . .
MUSICAL

I E; MON-SAT 8.00 M '■ WED 3.00 SAT 5.00 R: TBA U Piccadilly Circus

ST. MARTIN’S West Street. WcF

THE MOUSETRAP
Bv Aoatha Christie. Forty-three years on and we still don't 

\kmw whodunnit. Agatha Christie’s classic tnnlior continues 

\ on the world's longest run. WHODUNNIT

E; MON-FRI 7.45, SAT 5.00 & 8.15 M: WED 3.0Q- R: 145 mire U: Clartng Cross

WYNDHAM’S Charlna Cross Road. WC2 ES
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: by George Gerswln. lyrics by Ira Gershwin, book by 
.udwig. A reworking of Gershwin's 1930's hit Girl Crazy,

1
§

awaiting new production

U: Charing Cross 
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PLEASE SEE SEPARATE BROCHURE U; Waterloo 

' ’HOENIX Charing Cross Road, WC2

BLOOD BROTHERS
By Willy Russell. Stephanie Lawrence stars in Willy Russell’s

A LITTLE NIGHT MUSIC
MUSICAL

VOLPONE
By Ben Johnson - COMEDY

u . 
1

WATCH 
THIS 

SPACE!

1

L_l IUI I

■ -■ •» 
.• I

2A Written by AlanT Janes and directed by Rob Bettinson. 

MUSICAL

E ■. TUE-THURS 6.00 FRl & SAT 8.30 M; FBI 5.30 SAT SJO SUN LOOR: 135 nws U:Ctwtng Cross

WHITEHALL Whitehall, SW1-
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WHAT THE BUI Lbti w
WAY OF THE WORLD

LAGRANDEMAGIA

^Joh^O^fl^OMEDY

_____________ __ . n nn/V'UI IOC 11 . UlnlftfL-sO
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By William Congmva COMEDY

B^jhi^O^fl COMEDY 

PLEASE SEE SEPARATE BROCHURE U: Waterloo

OLIVIER (National Theatre), South Bank, SEI

E! MON-SAT 7,45 M; THUR 3.00, SAT 4.00 R: 105 mine U: Tottenham Coun Rd

’ ’RINCE EDWARD Old Compton Street. W1

CRAZY FOR YOU
Music b]
thfe i^a lavish romantic’musical with showstoppers including 

■Someone to Watch Over Me' and 'I Got Rhythm. Tim Flavin 
and Helen Way star. Mike Ockrent directs the 1993 Olivier 

Award winner. MUSICAL

E; MON-SAT 7.<5 U: THUR. SAT 3.00 R: 165 irins U; UiceflM Squereffonenlwni Court Road

SAVOY The Strand, WC2

DEAD FUNNY
Terry Johnson's comedy returns to the West End. The Dead 
Funny Society gather together to commemorate the death ot 

Benny Hill, the results are farcical. COMEDY

 •
I-H i' ‘.A 

I

NATK^NAL
1

\J'"T

NATION/XL
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i >y Ron Edwards. MUSICAL

E: MON-FRI8 00 SAT 8.15 M: WED 2.30 SAT 5.00 R: TBA U : Charing Cross

STRAND Strand, WC2

BUDDY From 6th October
By Alan Janes. Over 2,000 performances for the musical 

based on the rise to fame and untimely death of American 
rock'n'roll singer Buddy Holly, who died at the tender age of

‘asm’
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Ray Cooney, directs

E3

BUDDY Transfers to Strand from 08/10/95

JOLSON From 21/10/95

TIMES: TBA IT. Victwa

A/C

PRISONER CELL BLOCK H -
THE MUSICAL
with Lily Savage

MUSICAL

TIMES: TBA U:CMrinflC<o« ____________________

QUEENS Shaftesbury Avenue, W1

ES Air Conditioned

An Award Winner

§ Sunday Performances

I'*’

WATCH 
THIS 

SPACE!

WATCH 
THIS 

SPACE!

WATCH 
THIS 

SPACE!

I— I I JU I IVv> |

I"

KEY
M: Matinee

E : Evening

R : Running Time - Approx.

U : Underground

E: MON-SAT 7.30 MI WED, SAT 2,30 R: 1 SO mins U: Oxford Circuc  

PLAYHOUSE Northumberland Avenue. WC2 ES

r . uhi r • io huIf U L I ■ 

TIMES; TBA U zPkxadilty Circus .

SHAFTESBURY Shaftesbury Avenue. WC2 03

i EDDIE IZZARD
l^esunealstand-up comic returns to tiro West End for his 

third solo session in as many years. Previews from Wth 

October.
COMEDY

J E: TUES/SAT8.00 SUN 7.30 R: TBA U: Toftanham Coun Rd_____________

VICTORIA PALACE Victoria Street, SWi

1U -MX r

I THE IMPORTANCE OF BEING EARNEST 
The Birmingham Repertory Theatre's proton of Oscar 

I Wilde‘s comedy comes to the west end in the 10Qth anniversary 

year of Its first performance. The comedy follows problems 
caused when Algernon assumes the Identity of Jack Worthing s 

I ficticious younger brother, Earnest, in order to court JacKs ward. 

COMEDY
■ | e ; MQN.SAT7.30 M; WED A SAT 3.00 R: 155 mlns U; Waterloo_________

PALLADIUM Argyll Street, W1

OL/VEH/
By Lionel Bart. Major revival of Lionel Bart’s celebrated 1960 
musical version of Dickens' tale of theadventures of an 

orohan bov. Jim Dale plays Fagin, with Sally Dexter as

FUNNY MONEY
Bv Ray Cooney. The master of farce, Ray Cooney, directs 

his latest play which involves a suitcase of dodgy notes. 

COMEDY
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16-Oct-1995 10:10am

TO: Nancy V. Hernreich

FROM: Jock Gill

SUBJECT: 10 million, NOT 20

And it

It was great to see you and Hillary last week. Congratulations and thanks.

Regards,

1
Jock

PRESIDENT

^better answer to your question as to' how many Americans are on the 
internet TODAY is 10 million -- not the 20 figure I gave as a quick answer.

Mr. President,

>X-UIDL: 813850302.003
>Date: Mon, 16 Oct 95 00:19:37 -0700
>From: Marc Andreessen <pmarca@netscape.com>
>To: amr@linus.isoc.org, jgill@penfield-gill.com, penfield@tiac.net 
>Subject: RE: Marc: From Tony Rutkowski, re: How Many?
>
>The consumer online services account for five million,
>give or take. There's another five million, give or take, 
>on enterprise, educational, or research networks or personal 
>ISP accounts. So my guess is about 10 million in the US. 
>The Times Mirror center just released a study that generally 
>correlates with that guess.
>
>0f course, the other item of interest is the growth rate, 
>which is holding at 100% or more annually.

>John Doerr, a Netscape board member and the premier venture \ 
>capitalist of his generation, predicts that the Internet will \ 
>be the primary influence for the presidential election in the \ 
>year 2000. We seem to be on track for that to be the case, \
>given the annual growth rate and the close match of demographies^ 
>between voters and online users in both business and V
consumer contexts. I hope Mr. Gore is starting to plot U
>his Internet strategy already.

The author of the note below is the very famous Marc Andreessen of Netscape 
fame and fortune.

Ss,
I concur that the internet will be decisive in the 2,000 election, 
is safe to bet that it will be.significant in 1996.

But please note the 100% per year growth rate, so that a year from now, ie 
election time, the number may well be 20 million.
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Commerce Secretary Ron Brown has cred­
ited U.S. advocacy for American success 
on 70 export projects valued at $17 billion 
over the past 18 months.

Some critics have charged that the 
Commerce Department pleads the cases 
of heavy Democratic contributors, but my 

company’s $1,500 donation to the Democ­
ratic National Committee was most un­
likely to have been the reason for the 
government’s advocacy. Besides, there is 
a lot more to the NES than advocacy. Un­
derpinning the NES is the realization that 
manufactured exports require financing 
and a commitment to respond in kind 
when countries such as Germany, France 
and Japan propose concessionary financ­
ing terms to developing countries tied to 
the purchase of products from the lending 

country.
Until the NES was adopted, the Ex-lm 

Bank frequently waited until there was 
firm evidence in the form of a contract

when foreign governments exert pressure 
on behalf of national favorites.

We just won a $10 million order from 
the Vietnamese government attributable 
in large part to coordinated advocacy by 
the State. Commerce and Transportation 
departments. After a bidder from the 
Netherlands got a boost when the Dutch 
transportation minister asked his Viet­
namese counterpart to buy Dutch, we 
asked for similar support. It took the three 
departments less than a week to review 

our case and to com­
municate on behalf 
of us with the Viet­
namese minister. 
Their letters put us 
back in the running, 
enabling us to suc­
ceed based on nor­
mal commercial fac­
tors like quality and 
price. The results? 
Dozens of jobs at our 

iavsss factory and at our 
■:I vendors' plants, too.

award to a foreign competitor before 
agreeing that there was special financing 
involved and making a reactive loan offer. 
Obviously that’s too late. Now the Ex-lm 
Bank matches such financing based on a 
much lower level of evidence. One such 
loan offer by the Ex-lm Bank, together 
with strong advocacy from the U.S. Em­
bassy, has enabled us to succeed on a large 
project in Indonesia, where we previously 
lost a similar contract three years ago.

While the more aggressive U.S. financ­
ing policy is welcome, it’s still a defensive 
policy against our competitors’ offensive 
strategy. For example, several German 
ministries, including Finance and Foreign 
Affairs, meet twice a year with Indonesian 
officials to detennine which Indonesian 
projects could benefit from German indus­
trial exports and special financing. The re­
sulting govemment-to-govemment proto­
cols give German exporters a big advan­
tage on the most attractive projects. The 
Japanese, French, Italians, Dutch and oth- 
ers do the same thing with many develop­
ing countries.

A recent survey by the U.S. Small Busi­
ness Exporters Association shows how 
much ground the NES has to regain: Over 
the five-year period before the NES, Japan­
ese and German programs supported a five 
to 10 times larger share of exports than 
U.S. programs did. Only the most compet­
itive American companies and aggressive 
(but reactive) U.S. government support 
can overcome these obstacles.

Thus all American exporters must de­
light in Secretary Brown’s words, deliv­
ered while he was in China recently on a 
trade mission, to the effect that the Amer­
ican objective should be not just a level 
playing field but one tilted in favor of 
American companies; And why not? Cer­
tainly the goal of other industrialized 
countries is to give their exporters every 
advantage possible.

suns
oil I I 
2H(» Hu 
nrw i»<l

Dorskind
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By Prn-at A. Bowe

Twenty-five years ago. my company, a 
large U.S. dredge builder, signed a big ex­
port contract with a U.S. multinational 
coilioration for its operations in Dutch 
Guyana. All seemed well until Prince 
Bernhard of the Netherlands suggested to 
our customer (hat it might be prudent to 
buy from our Dutch competitor instead. 
The prince reminded the U.S. company 
that local tax policies were up for review 
shortly. Our customer got the message, 
canceled our order, and bought a Dutch 
dredge. While that kind of governmental 
support seems heavy-handed, it proved the 
effectiveness of export advocacy.

The U.S. government has taken 
decades to learn that lesson, but it is now 
prepared to support American exporters 
aggressively, as has been the norm for our 
foreign industrialized competitors. The ad­
ministration has developed the National 
Export Strategy, the most coherent and ef­
fective program in years to create jobs 
through increased exports. The NES fo­
cuses on financing, advocacy and a coor­
dination of efforts by all the agencies in­
volved, such as the Export-Import Bank, 
the Overseas Private Investment Corp., 
and the Trade and Development Agency.

Ex|>ort advocacy is a new concept to 
many U.S. agencies. I’ll never forget ask­
ing a senior Commerce Department official 
some years ago to speak to a foreign gov­
ernment about our interest in a large pend­
ing contract. Though we were the only U.S. 
company involved, he flatly refused, say­
ing if he advocated for one company, he’d 
have Io do the same for others. By contrast, 
our foreign competitors have enjoyed in­
tercession at the prime ministerial level.

While we don't expect President Clin­
ton to get invblved in our potential con­
tracts. the support of cabinet members 
that is now available can frequently put us 
on an equal footing with our foreign com­
petitors. Commerce has even formed an 
Advocacy Office to make sure that compa­
nies like mine don't lose out on projects 
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October 12, 1995

I

84060 s^nXllS
Dear Picabo:

*7^*
X

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

signed
J It w; 

wSS 
ming Je,

Picabo Street
United States Skiing 
Post Office Box 100 
Park City, Utah

Thanks so much for the 
Angeles Times Magazine 
article® a-nd-i enjoyed

Best of luck for the coming

Sincerely,

IWMluldlA oV

I copy of the Los 
It was a great
*'“■you^

ason.
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TO: President Clinton
A

FROM: Erskine Bowles

SUBJECT: Meeting with Secretary Christopher

DATE: October 13, 1995

1.

2.

’i s

6. He was grateful for you making the call to Assad.

Should we end up with peace between Bosnia, Croatia, and Serbia, there will be a 
meeting of the three leaders in the U.S. You may be asked at some point to meet 
with Milosevic in order to close the deal. He suggested that you may want to think 
about whether or not you would be willing to do such.

As it relates to your trip to Japan, the Secretary believes this trip will allow us to take 
some credit for what you have accomplished, to emphasize the twenty or so 
agreements we have signed and how they are working to the benefit of both countries, 
and will allow us to discuss the joint challenges that we face ahead.

Secretary Christopher suggested that you go to Spain one day early and have dinner 
with the King. He believes that would help U.S.-European relations.

At your summit with President Yeltsin on October 23rd, Yeltsin will surely bring up 
Bosnia and how Russia could be involved in the peace process.

I met with Secretary Christopher at his request on Thursday, October 5. He asked me to 
relate the following points to you from this meeting.

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

If we are able to get fast track authority, this would provide a real opportunity for a 
meaningful trip to Latin America.

Secretary Christopher strongly feels that the U.S.’s arrearage in our payments to the 
United Nations is a real problem. He strongly urges us to have a program as to how 
to deal with this before you go to the U.N. We currently owe approximately 
$1.3 billion. All of our close allies, including Australia and the United Kingdom, are 
bashing us about this debt. The Secretary is not suggesting that we have to pay what 
we owe now, we simply need to have a plan as to how we are going to be able to 
make payment.

HL "‘El



♦

8.

•%*31

Memorandum to President Clinton 
October 13, 1995
Page Two

On consolidation of the State Department with other agencies, the Secretary believes 
that we need to move forward with some approach now. The Secretary believes that 
we could have gotten more resources had we made an approach to Senator Helms If 
we don't make some overture, then Helms will get his de facto re-organization by
cutting $2.5 billion from the foreign affairs operation funding. Such a cut would 
require the State Department to reduce operations by 30%, close 150 posts, RIF 25% 
of their employees, and stop all current modernization efforts and technological 
improvements. Such steps would make it very difficult to conduct foreign policy.

(I have always wondered why USIA wouldn't function well within the State 
Department.)
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OFFICE OF THE STAFF SECRETARY f

Fax Transmittal Sheet

TO: Sharon Storey — for delivery to John Podesta, ASAP

Fax Number: Phone Number:703 482-3064

FROM: Todd Stern

SUBJECT:

DATE: 10/19/95

NUMBER OF PAGES (including cover sheet): 4

MESSAGE:

If all pages are not received, please call 202/456-2702

contents of this communication is strictly prohibited.

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

The document accompanying this facsimile transmittal sheet is intended only for the use of the individual or 
entity to whom it is addressed. This message contains information which may be privileged confidential or 
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or 
the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any disclosure, dissemination, copying or distribution, or the taking of any action in reliance on the
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House

?99?Cit? the ^innin? of his Administration 
J995* . 1 am_currently a [Visiting] Professor of t.
Georgetown Law Center.

tion «93/. 1 «°rted under the

makes commercial travel

On May 25, 1993, the White House

Travel Office.

lawyers and neither of 
Office incident.

d^larsSofC:nnuarexpen2esV--yt^ea^?1o?fin '““J1’"*! 

source, no-hid systeL There ^p^V^dL^

and Mr? Panetti io”d tegi^an^nSX,?""011"06'3 that Mr’ MoLarty 

circumstances surrounding the May ?9 dis»i?s!l”o?tt^VieW °f the 
Travel Office employees. Shortly afttt ?ha? Mr m ? v

?*• Ste™ *° help him conduct the J^vL? SS

charteringtaroundttUP/
chartering ground transportation. Second, the
0^e°oTKeS. arw?hS?esnIcf .E^~iveor

Both of us are 
—! Travel

’ w --------7’ the review.
us had any involvement in the

a^l’BKSSsSs-’
conducted interviews with a number of the key people involved.

Let me briefly summarize our conclusions.

First, there was a very serious management problem in the 

good morning. My

^served the President in that

rT.. ... -------------1 until June 30.
[Visiting] Professor of Law at the

Draft Statement for Hearing on WHTn
Government Reform and Oversight Committee

(draft 10-19-95)

The Office fulfills two

press corps.

 -- .! moved and
------ Second, the Travel Office

With respect to chartering aircraft 

J of 
a single-



by estimate; a cash management system so poor that the Office 
lacked a general ledger or a cash receipts/disbursements journal; 
and a lack of minimally adequate documentation.

Nevertheless, although it was appropriate to make management 
changes in the Travel Office, we found that the White House erred 
in the way it went about making those changes.

We also found that the White House press office erred 
inadvertently when it mentioned the FBI's involvement. And in 
its dealings with the FBI, when trying to ascertain what could 
accurately be said concerning the FBI investigation, the White 
House was not sufficiently careful about avoiding even the 
appearance of trying to influence FBI conduct.

The FBI. We concluded that, given the concerns about 
possible financial irregularities in the Travel Office, it was 
not inappropriate for then Associate White House Counsel William 
Kennedy to make an initial call to the FBI to seek guidance on 
how to proceed. However, in subsequent conversations with FBI 
agents, Mr. Kennedy made comments that could have been 
interpreted as pressing for fast action. The FBI agents involved 
all stated that they saw Mr. Kennedy as needing guidance and did 
not feel pressured. FBI Director Sessions echoed this view in a 
June 30 letter to Senator Dole.

Corrective Measures. In the aftermath of these events, the 
White House took a number of corrective steps, such as directing 
that initial contacts with the FBI concerning ongoing FBI 
investigations or possible criminal activity occur between White 
House Counsel's Office and top Justice Department officials; 
issuing guidance for contacts between the White House and FBI 
press offices; instituting a competitive bidding system for the 
selection of press charters; and introducing new financial 
controls in the Travel Office.

Treatment of employees. We found that although the 
employees of the Travel Office served at the pleasure of the 
President, the White House made mistakes in the way it treated 
them. The biggest mistake is the one I've already alluded to — 
disclosing the involvement of the FBI. Beyond that, there was no 
need to dismiss all the employees so abruptly. As of May 25, 
1993, the five employees who did not exercise financial control 
over the office were put on paid administrative leave and they 
were subsequently given new positions in other executive branch 
agencies. The deputy director in the office retired. The 
director was indicted on charges related to financial 
irregularities in the office and is currently awaiting trial.

Favoritism. Finally, we found that the White House was 
insensitive to the appearance of favoritism with respect to 
certain of the persons and entities involved in the Travel Office 
incident.



period in which we did our work and the breadth of our task, the

At this time, I would be happy to take questions.

Let me conclude by observing that, despite the short tima
?enirt 10 WhlCh did OUr W°rk and the breadth of our task the 
time WS? tOUgh and candid and bas stood the t4stof
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 19, 1995

Dear Gerry:

Sincerely,

I am writing in regard to the Employment Non-Discrimination Act, 
which you and others reintroduced in the current session of Congress.

Individuals should not be denied a job on the basis of something that 
has no relationship to their ability to perform their work. Sadly, as 
the Labor and Human Resources Committee documented last year, this kind 
of job discrimination is not rare. Cases of job discrimination on 
the basis of sexual orientation are seen in every area of our country.

The Employment Non-Discrimination Act, however, is careful to apply 
some exemptions in certain areas. I understand that your bill provides 
an exemption for small businesses, the Armed Forces, and religious 
organizations, including schools and other educational institutions 
that are substantially controlled or supported by religious organiza­
tions. This provision, which I believe is essential, respects the 
deeply held religious beliefs of many Americans.

The Honorable Gerry E. Studds
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Moreover, your bill specifically prohibits preferential treatment on 
the basis of sexual orientation, including quotas. It also does not 
require employers to provide special benefits.

As you know, discrimination in employment on the basis of sexual 
orientation is currently legal in 41 states. Men and women in those 
states may be fired from their jobs solely because of their sexual 
orientation, even when it has no bearing on their job performance. 
Those who face this kind of job discrimination have no legal recourse, 
in either our state or federal courts. This is wrong.

The bill, therefore, appears to answer all the legitimate objections 
previously raised against it, while ensuring that Americans, regardless 
of their sexual orientation, can find and keep their jobs based on 
their ability and the quality of their work. The Employment Non- 
Discrimination Act is designed to protect the rights of all Americans 
to participate in the job market without fear of unfair discrimination. 
I support it.
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT:

Sponsors:

Last Dav for Action

Purpose

Agency Recommendations

Office of Management and Budget

Approval

Approval

Discussion

Department of Agriculture 
Department of Health and

Human Services

Approval (Signing
Statement attached)

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20503

October 18, 1995

Representative Skeen (R), New Mexico 
Senator Cochran (R), Mississippi

Enrolled Bill H.R. 1976 — Agriculture, Rural
Development, Food and Drug Administration, 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, FY 1996

Provides FY 1996 funding for the Department of Agriculture 
(except the Forest Service), the Food and Drug Administration, 
and several smaller agencies.

!'S»
W#7

October 30, 1995 - Monday.

Temporary FY 1996 funding for the agencies and accounts 
covered by this enrolled bill is provided by the continuing 
resolution (P.L. 104-31), which expires at midnight on Monday, 
November 13th. Full-year payments for the Department of 
Agriculture’s Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) normally are 
provided in the first week of October, but have not been made 
while funding is being controlled by provisions of the continuing 
resolution. The Department is prepared to mail out CRP checks 
within a few days of the bill’s signing. Therefore, signature is 

recommended as soon as possible.

H.R. 1976 provides $13.4 billion in discretionary budget 
authority, $0.9 billion (seven percent) below your overall 
request for discretionary programs funded by this bill and $0.4 
billion (three percent) below the FY 1995 level. The enrolled 
bill also includes a total of $41.2 billion in budget authority



Investment Proposals

Rural Development Programs

2

for the Food Stamp program, the Child Nutrition program, the 
Commodity Credit Corporation, and other mandatory programs. The 
conference report on H.R. 1976 passed the House by a vote of 288- 
132 and the Senate by voice vote.

H.R. 1976 provides $146 million in budget authority for 
single-family housing loans, $106 million (42 percent) below your 
request and $82 million (36 percent) less than FY 1995. However, 
using revised estimates of subsidy rates for FY 1996, this amount 
should be sufficient to fund $1 billion in loans, compared with 
$1.2 billion assumed in the request and provided in FY 1995.

Reductions in Mandatory Programs

The Food Stamp program is cut by $130 million by freezing 
the standard deduction at the FY 1995 level. A Food Stamp 
reserve of $500 million is provided, compared with a $2.5 billion 
reserve in FY 1995 and previous years. The bill restricts the 
Wetlands Reserve Program to 100,000 acres and does not permit new 
sign-ups for the Conservation Reserve Program (CRP). While the 
bill prevents new sign-ups for the CRP, which pays farmers to 
leave idle environmentally sensitive acreage, it does provide 
$1.8 billion for the annual rental payments due on the 36 million

While the conferees added $53 million to the House levels 
for rural development programs, we remain disappointed by the 
funding for these programs. H.R. 1976 provides $488 million for 
the new Rural Development Performance Partnership Program. 
However, the Partnership would include only water and wastewater 
loan and grant programs, rather than the 14 economic development 
programs requested. The level of funding for the water and 
wastewater programs is 38 percent below your request and 22 
percent below the FY 1995 enacted level. Additional funds may 
also be made available during FY 1996 through a provision 
allowing excess WIC carryover balances to be transferred to rural 
development programs. This provision could result in an 
additional $50 million for the water and wastewater or other 
rural development programs.

The bill provides $5.7 billion, or about 90 percent, of the 
$6.4 billion requested for your investment proposals, including 
funding for the special supplemental food program for women, 
infants, and children (WIC) (an increase of $280 million, or 
eight percent, over FY 1995); food safety programs; and the rural 
development initiative. The appropriation for WIC is $90 million 
less than your request. However, due to lower-than-expected food 
costs, we expect to achieve your participation goal of 7.5 
million participants, even at this lower funding level.



Unrequested Items

Recommendation

A signing statement is attached for your consideration.

Rivlin

Attachment

3

Alice M.
Director

The bill includes $57.8 million in unreguested funds for 
university research buildings and facilities, all of which are 
earmarked in the statement of managers that accompanies the 
conference report. In addition, a language provision in the bill 
would prevent the implementation of a regulation on proper 
labeling of fresh and frozen poultry. Provisions are also 
included that will impair the Forest Service’s ability to alter 
water bypass flows from water facilities located on National 
Forest lands, and suspend for 120 days a regulation implementing 
a ban on exports of logs from National Forests.

H.R. 1976 represents a compromise between the
Administration’s priorities for agricultural programs and 
congressional interests. The enrolled bill substantially funds 
your priority investment proposals. I join the Secretaries of 
Agriculture and Health and Human Services in recommending 
approval of the enrolled bill.

enrolled CRP acreage. The full-year’s payments normally are 
provided in the first week of October, but have not been made 
while funding is being controlled under the continuing 
resolution. USDA is prepared to mail out CRP checks within a few 
days of the bill’s signing.



STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

Today I have signed into law H.R. 1976, the "Agriculture, 
Rural Development, Food and Drug Administration, and Related
Agencies Appropriations Act, FY 1996."

The Act provides $13.4 billion in discretionary budget 
authority for programs of the Department of Agriculture and the 
Food and Drug Administration, including the Special Supplemental 
Feeding Program for Women, Infants, and Children (WIC); food 
safety programs; and various programs to protect and support 
rural communities.

I am pleased that the Act provides the resources necessary 
to keep the Special Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, 
Infants, and Children (WIC) on the Administration’s path to full 

An estimated 7.5 million women and children will be 
This program provides important nutrition benefits and

I urge Congress to complete action on the remaining regular 
FY 1996 appropriations bills and to send them to me in acceptable 
form. Last year, Congress had sent to me — and I had signed — 
all 13 appropriations bills by September 30th. Regrettably, this 
is only the second bill that I have been able to sign for this 
fiscal year.

The Act also provides a total of $41.2 billion for the Food 
Stamp program, the Child Nutrition program, the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, and other mandatory programs.

While funding provided by the Act is an improvement over 
funding levels in earlier versions of the bill, I am still 
disappointed by its reductions from my request for rural 
development spending. For example, funds for water and 
wastewater facilities are down by nearly $300 million from my 
request. As a result, 800 fewer facilities will be built or 
improved that would have benefited one million rural residents. 
I also note that the Act includes $58 million in unrequested 
funds for earmarked university research facilities. I believe 
rural Americans would have been better served had these funds 

funding.
served, 
health-related services.

In addition, the Act does not contain many of the 
troublesome provisions that would have compromised the ability of 
Federal nutrition programs to assist low-income Americans. By 
preserving the Food Stamp benefit reserve, albeit at a lower 
level, Congress has helped to maintain the Food Stamp program's 
responsiveness to changing needs. However, I am concerned about 
the Congress taking steps to reduce food stamp spending in an 
appropriations bill. This program, which assists almost 27 
million low-income children, elderly, and working family members, 
continues to be the cornerstone of the Federal nutrition safety 
net.



Again, I urge Congress to meet its responsibilities by 
sending me the remaining regular FY 1996 appropriations bills in 
acceptable form.

By signing this bill, I am making it possible for USDA to 
send promptly full-year payments of nearly $1.8 billion for the 
Conservation Reserve Program.

instead been channeled into rural development programs. This 
would have funded 150 more water and wastewater facilities aiding 
over 200,000 citizens, or helped 7,000 rural families realize the 
American dream of owning their own home through USDA's single­
family loan program, or funded 100 loans for rural economic 
development through the Intermediary Relending Program, which 
would have created nearly 20,000 new jobs.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 12, 1995*

96813 I
Dear George:

CA"J)on Brt6Z>
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r

It's always good to have your insight, and I've 
taken the liberty of sharing your letter with 
Tony Lake.

The Honorable George R. Ariyoshi
Watanabe, Ing & Kawashima
745 Fort Street '
Honolulu, Hawaii

Thank you for your thoughtful letter of 
September 27. I appreciate your suggestions 
regarding recent events in Okinawa and am glad 
to know about the Wolfhounds' involvement with 
the Osaka orphanage.

!

Sincerely,

/

I
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September 27, 1995

20500-2000

President,Dear Mr.

i

TELEPHONE (808) 544-8300 

FACSIMILE: (808) 544-8399

WATANABE, ING & KAWASHIMA
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING LAW CORPORATIONS 

HAWAII TOWER. Sth & 6th FLOORS

745 FORT STREET

HONOLULU. HAWAII 96813

It was nice to see you at the White House on 
September 15 in the midst of your busy schedule, and I 
extend my appreciation for that opportunity.

The Honorable William J. Clinton 
President of the United States

of America
White House
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C.

Please understand the severity of what happened. 
Japan is deemed a safe place and so an incident like this is 
a hellish terrible happening. We must be careful that we 
don't down play what happened, and the armed forces 
personnel who were involved should be dealt with swiftly and 
appropriately.

Jan fol. L. Y. Amii 
George B. Apter 
John R. Aube 
Michael C. Bird 
Peter L. Fritz 
Beth K. Fujmoto 
William H. Gtardy. Jr. 
Lyle Y. Harada 
Brian Y. Hiyane 
Dennis J. Hwang 
J. Douglas Ing 
Donna Y. Kanemaru 
James Kawashima 
Curtis C. Kim 
Patsy H. Kirio 
John T. Komeiji 
Teri Y. Kondo

Wray H. Kondo 
Pamela J. Larson 
Ronald Y. K. Leong 
Michael A. Lorusso 
Jett N. Miyashiro 
Lani Narikiyo 
Kevin H. Oda 
Elena J. Onaga 
Seth M. Reiss 
John S. Sasaki 
Marcus B. Sierra 
Robert T. Takamatsu 
Gregory Y. P. Tom 
Jeffrey N. Watanabe 
Cynthia Winegar 
Randall Y. Yamamoto 
Lloyd S. Yoshioka

Our concerns stem from the fact that a totally 
negative picture is being painted of military personnel 
generally. We need to have people understand that while 
there are some bad apples, there ar£ many members of the 
armed forces serving overseas who have been, and continue to 
be involved in humanitarian, kind, and generous activities.

Upon returning to Hawaii, I received a phone call 
from a friend, Mr. Hugh O'Reilly, a caring, decent human 
being, who was the moving force in the adoption of the Osaka 
orphanage by the Wolfhounds in 1949 that I refer to in this 
letter. He called out of concern, and I share his concern, 
over the recent publicity surrounding the rape of a young 
Okinawan child by several United States military personnel. 
The reaction of the Japanese has been critical and severe, 
and rightly so.

George R. Ariyoshi

ASIA PACIFIC CONSULTANT: 
Dr. Victor Hao Li

GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS ADVISOR: 
Millicent M.Y.H. Kim

PRACTICE GROUPS:
J Asia Pacific Consulting Group 

Banking and Real Estate Group 
Commercial Litigation Group 
Construction Management & 

Professional Design Group
Corporate. Commercial & Finance Group 
Government & Regulatory Affairs Group 
Insurance Defense Litigation Group 
Labor. Employment & 

Employee Benefits Group
Land Use & Environmental Group 
Legislative Affairs Group
Non-Profits Group

One such example is the generosity and kindness of 
the 27th Infantry Wolfhound in adopting an orphanage in 
Osaka many years ago, in 1949. The Wolfhounds put money, 
food, and clothing together, and began helping about 150 
children.



the caring.attitude of our men and women in uniform. I 
believe this aspect of the members of our armed forces

With warm

Yours very truly,

G/orge^R. AriyoXhi

The Honorable William J. Clinton
September 27, 1995
Page 2

My Aloha and best wishes to you. 
personal regards, I remain.

A few months later the Wolfhounds were fighting in 
Korea, but the collections to aid the Osaka orphans 
continued. When the Wolfhounds subsequently returned to the 
U.S., they started a custom of bringing two children to 
Hawaii each year. Around that time, they also started to 
send two Santa Clauses to the orphanage each year.

Then came Vietnam, but the Wolfhounds never forgot 
the children. Returning to Hawaii, they continued the 
tradition. Today the program continues, and the project is 
supported by Wolfhounds, most who were not even born, at the 
time the orphanage was first adopted by the unit.

This humanitarian gesture is but one example of

should also be made known when we condemn bad behavior on 
the part of some individuals.

I wanted to call this to your attention so that 
Mr. President, you and others within the government may use 
this information appropriately.

Let me close by paraphrasing a little blind girl 
from the orphanage who said of the Wolfhounds, "I feel so 
sorry for other children who have only one father--! have so 
many."



/



EXECUTIVE OFFICE O F THE PRESIDENT

16-Oct-1995 09:43am

TO: Maureen F. Lewis

FROM:

Melvin LapidesSUBJECT:
/

I'm still waiting for details

Thanks.

(Ji rzJLo,

Rebecca A. Cameron
Office of the President

Melvin Lapides dies this weekend. __1L_
but I know that a letter will have to be done ( to whom I'm not 
sure...get back to you on that one!)



October 18, 1995

i

Dear Eva:

Sincerely,

r

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Eva Lubin
6390 Candlewood Cove
Memphis, Tennessee 38119

days campaigning for Governor through my 
inauguration as President. He was one of the

10)

. . mZ

Hillary and I are keeping you in our thoughts 
and prayers in the days ahead. God Bless You.

I just heard about your father's death and 
wanted you to know that I'm thinking of you.

Melvin was a wonderful man and such a good 
friend to me over the years. I could always 
depend on his loyal support — from my early

inauguration as President, 
best and will be missed.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON I

October 18, 1995

I

38119

Dear Jane:

Sincerely,

You will be in our prayers in the days ahead. 

God Bless You.

Jane Brown
2089 Kirby Parkway 
Memphis, Tennessee

I just learned of your father's death and 
wanted to tell you that Hillary's and my 
thoughts and prayers are with you.

Melvin was a wonderful man and such a very dear 
friend of mine. I will always be grateful for 
his unconditional support and will cherish our 
last visit together at my inauguration. He was 
truly one of the best.

S '
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PROVISION AFFECTING FAMILIES

Reductions in Earned Income Tax Credit
$42 Billion

New Student Loan Fees on Colleges
$2 Billion

$1 Billion

Elimination of Student Loan Grace Period
$3 Billion

Child Support Enforcement Collection Fees
$4 Billion

Phase in Medicare Age to 67

Increase in Medicare Deductibles
$10 Billion

$47 Billion

$9 Billion

N.A.

N.A.

$4 Billion

Increase in HUD Rental Payments
$4 Billion

Sunset of Low-Income Housing Tax Credit
$4 Billion

OUT-OF-POCKET COSTS 
(SEVEN YEARS)

Means Testing of Medicare Premiums

Repeal of Medicaid Payment of 
Medicare Premiums

Increase in Medicare Premiums 
Beyond Normal Level

Increase in Student Loan Interest Rates 
on Parents

Spousal Impoverishment Requirement

Increase in Federal Employee 
Costs for Pensions

REPUBLICAN "TAX" INCREASES ON
WORKING FAMILIES

TriE PREbsur— 14

/ciin i



dt HAS SEEN

Birmingham Post-Herald, Monday, September 11, 1 995

What’s key to revival of spirit?

e vi-

hut thi<?

ua-

rpn ’’ and thpjpf- gf 
■action in w.hfch <... 

izpns suppress thpirawn egos^nd inter-.

By Brandt Ayers
The Anniston Star

In a speech last week, President Clin­
ton urged Americans to regain a sense 
of national purpose that fueled the post­
World War II economic boom — an ap­
propriately presidential theme. But he 
didn't tell us what has gone wrong or 
how to fix it.

Some huge errors of policy and other 
great events beyond our control have al­
tered the economic and political geol-

“What we heard again and again

raw-anj-spend podnes - concaved

ln p_onSyess ~ has take care of themselves,” the authors

fidence in government Tnri a decline in
optimism about the future among aver-

Poverty is growing, and more members the underclass. But he hasn’t told us

fare, not punish the poor; whisper to Bob g’^ed islands. In these gated commu- thought too often drowns in the Niagara 
j~x _ 1 xi * 1 >. rtiiiAo vsriiU £_____- ___ rtf hie cnannViAc

to Republican homosexuals" remind Pat resident is just like his neighbor —
Buchanan that we can't resign from
membership in the world community;
and yes. tell the president he needs to . , _____
regulate that perpetual fountain of rity officers than municipal police, and

focused on two or three crucial issues. '

Our major challenge as a nation is to
revive American strength that was
squandered through bipartisan complic­
ity. in the crime of the century — thp

Qfmncratic Congress.

The legacy of a 12-year binge of bor- were people saying they’re tired of pay-
row-ano-speno politics — conceived by ing taxes that went to somebody or
a Republican president and endorsed by something else, and they just wanted to
a bipartisan majority in Congress — has take care of themselves,” the authors
oeeu ab immobilizing debt, a loss of con- report. ‘‘In that sense, they probably
tute in gnvpmmsnt and a decline in aren’t that different than most Ameri- 
optimism about the future among aver- cans these days.”
age Americans. The ca[cuius for cjvj| disorder gOes

Median wages in constant dollars like this: Start with a talented and
have fallen in the past 20 years from wealthy class, indifferent or hostile to
$34,048 to $30,407. a drop that has made the condition of the larger community.
many angry or afraid. More and more to which is added a growing number of
iOlid working-class families have fallen children whose jobless parents are abu-
down into the underclass. A growing un- sive, absent or addicted, who give them
derclass pressures surrounding neigh- no sense of right and wrong. Such child-
borhoods. increases the level of fear in ren become moral androids who kill and
urban America and triggers the flight steal without guilt.
of the upper-income overclass to the Given all that has happened in Amer-

, safety of walled and guarded private ica and the world, wouldn’t it be re- 
commumties. freshing to hear the candidates talk

The greatest looming threat to do- about the family value of jobs — the in- 
mestic tranquility in America is not dispensable adhesive of the family unit 
that laundry list the platoon of Republi- that provides a living wage, a sense of 
can presidential candidates talks about: self-respect and an example to the 
abortion, immigration, welfare and that children?
blessed, vaguely defined nirvana of How exciting it would be to hear 
family values. these accomplished, intelligent men re­

No. Real danger comes from uncon- alistically describe plans to push back 
trolled grQW.th.at.hQth. gnds of the eco- the ranks of the poor, reduce the levels 
nnmir spprtmm — the vPry poor and of fear and inexorably spread the order 

ogy of America and the world in the the very rich — with a consgouent and safety of middle-class life wider
past 20 years — change on a scale to shrinkage in the great stabilizing plane and wider.
render current campaign rhetoric puny of civic life, the middle class. To his credit, Clinton has talked about
indeed. js happening in America today, growing the middle class and shrinking

Someone needs to tell Sen Phil Poverty is growing, and more members the underclass. But he hasn’t told us
Gramm that we want to reform wel- of the rich overclass are retreating to how his programs will do that, and the
fare, not punish the poor; whisper to Bob gilded islands. In these gated commu- thought too often drowns in the Niagara
Dole that we don’t care how mean he is nities- with their own security force, ev- of his speeches.

I ’ ‘ .....................v, ' Restoring middle-class economic vi-
and totally unconcerned with conditions tahty is a natinnal goal worth riphating 
outside. hut this grppdy. me-first age alsn.nppris

Already there are more private secu- - a spiritual challenge. Each of the

words, keeping himeslf and the country the number of community associations 
(not including condominiums and coop­
eratives) have increased from 4.000 in 
1970 to 66,000 in 1990. Two Californians 
who are writing a book about the phe­
nomenon have conducted focus groups

■"""'I ,
-grppdy. me-first age alsajippds 
'lial nhollAArrA

American tribes needs to be reminded 
that the highest title in a democracy js 
not hyphenated by race, class or ethnic­
ity.

That title is -CiHypn “ 
piti^nehip k a .rans.

ests for the sake oFthe co"untry. Heard 
anything like that lately?

Brandt Ayers is publisher of The 
Anniston Star.

cit-
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and extremism on one side drives

Responsibility of leaders: refrain from venomous attack.

Responsibility of citizens: Reject those who would divide us.

Farrakhan as much a part of this vicious cycle as our extremist
white leaders. (Sample quotes.)

To good fathers, I say thank you.

To those who have not gotten there yet -- take responsibility.

As men,

Note: Dallas event will likely be community policing

What public and private sectors must do to encourage families and 
help avoid breakdown.

Recognize that racism, hatred, 
same on other side.

Enough about O.J. What matters are the divisions. The issue is 
not to harp on divisions but to decide what to do about them.

Austin Speech
Theme: Family and Fathers

Women have moved into the workplace; men must move toward the 
homeplace.

Radio Address
Theme: Race/Community/Crime

Without responsibility, result is deep fraying of bonds that 
connect community with law enforcement. We see on all sides: 
inner city hostility to local police; right-wing hostility to 
federal law enforcement. Racism in some places begets mistrust. 
Must repair all distrust or risk breakdown. Community policing 
works. Must make right conditions possible.

we agree never to lift a hand against a woman.

Recently, seen reasons for division in our society. Most profound 
division is breaking apart our families. As men march in
Washington, it is time to talk to the men of America. Many key 
social problems in America grow out of absence of fathers. Need 
for fathers as role model -- child support not enough. I speak as 
a son, a husband, a father, and a man who is a fatherless child.



October 12, 1995
Mr. President,

• r

1

A. The concerns of black Americans that our system of 
justice is not just are not baseless.

5. But we must remember that we all bring our pasts into this 
present, and that what black or white Americans perceive in our 
American experience is influenced by the remnants of the past in 
our own times.

6. Especially given our concerns of recent weeks, we must 
remember:

ii. Police forces across the country -- especially in major 
urban areas -- with histories of racism and, despite great 
progress, persistent vestiges of bad old days.

2. This tells us that we do not know each other — across lines 
of race, gender, ethnicity -- as well as we must if we are to 
succeed as one nation moving into a new century full of vast 
potential but deep problems.

B. The concerns of white Americans are not all baseless 
either.

4. A large part of that picture is one of progress given where we 
were when a quarter of a million people heard MLK, Jr. 32 years 
ago. (Describe that progress.) 

3. We have learned that we must work harder to understand one 
another -- the rages, the fears and the concerns, no matter 
whether we are black or white, men or women. This moment in time 
is not a mere snapshot on which to base judgments of one another; 
we are all part of a great moving picture of influences and 
forces that make up our perceptions.

I know the decision to speak about race is a difficult one which 
requires serious consideration. But I thought it might help you 
to play your thoughts off of this sketchy outline (for one 
unified speech, not divided into Radio Address and separate Texas 
speech).

i. A litany of abuses, such as Scottsboro case, Emmett Till 
case (wouldn't hurt to remind all Americans about the sad truths 
in that case).

Outline
1. The issue is not O.J., but what our different perceptions tell 
us about ourselves as Americans facing a crucial moment of change 
in our history.



i. Fear of crime

venom.

perhaps justly

understanding is not enough if
we understand.percei^the^^LS^rie:^0^:^0" diffe 

going to do about it All Zf Th <Iuestlon is 
end, we all faoe a cho^e, ri^oS"

A. One way lies

our willingness to understand

we must apply that conviction

community: The only way to

especially among men: (This
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are crucial to cutting crime.

Responsibility for family, 
would bp nir-U'o ,

community and to have 

-- - community.

as white and black

see all whites as < 
--- 1 future is

sacrifices 
woman.)

ii. T
thankfully

ever
enemy with

nOtmJ° be a white person in America or a 
-• The choice is to be an American. It is 

> come our of this
--- 1 the truth 

more responsible neighbors

• Fear^of some black leaders -- despite many great

' on fear and

P-5-> in America

about ourselves and to live as better’
because of the truth. '

?KVSn Bhe concems of this day, 
on three fronts. y

B. r 
section would be Dick- 
father and to make the 
never lift a hand to

and c-- 
come together as < 
z not estranged from that

racism from forces (much < 
"-a worked to do in many forces across’the

-----  going

not unity and inspiration. y Y

iii.
be able to :
whom peace and shared

7. Crucial pivot of

.BU^rroguea"nf?uen«sOdri^liCe/nd nOt let What 

solidarity with law enforcement that this Jd™'SUpport and 
demonstrated are crucial t ™ thls administration has

deal Responsibility of police 
deal with crime is to c
police who are part of,

i. Wipe out 
police together have 
country)

, - aggrieved blacks will
anything more than an 
-J remotely possible.

S?eech.: W® must understand all this. But

we are not willing to act on what 
2Ot^US^ h°W differently we 

s what are we 
outrages matter. But in the

ssection about what it mean^ to be a glod 

necessary. And the pledge to

separation, anger and disaster

-rnt us to takB' iie=
■ dirarsit* <L■

up or down together. 1S to9ether and we are ail
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C. Responsibility to reject voices of division: (This would 
go to Farrakhan and the Million-Man March)

9. Conclusion: Call all Americans to move on from a moment of 
division and to remember everything we have in common -- these 
things you have discussed and the greater hopes and dreams of 
Americans in all ages which are our hopes and dreams today.

A million men are not wrong when it comes to the crying need to 
take more responsibility for every aspect of our lives. But a 
million men do not make one man right if that man has led with 
hate instead of love, with division instead of understanding.

i. Leaders must turn aside the impulse to lead with anger, 
rage and contempt. Must build up, not tear down. Must bring 
together, not drive apart.

Even those gathered this very day in Washington in the name 
of taking up more responsibility for their lives and those they 
must care for.

ii. Citizens, no matter our color, must reject any leader 
who would take the low road. The past, no matter how venomous it 
was, is no excuse for poisoning America's future. That is true of 
whites (examples?). And that is true of blacks (Farrakhan as 
example).
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by GEORGE McKENNA

It is protected by courts, subsidized by legislatures, performed in government-run

ment. As Supreme Court Justice Sandra Day O’Connor observed in the 1992 Casey

1973 in die expectation that legal abortion will be available for them if they want it

ON ABORTION: 
A LINCOLNIAN 

POSITION

WENTY-TWO years ago abortion 

was made an individual right by the 

Supreme Court. Today it is a public 

institution—one of the most careful­

ly cultivated institutions in America.

on

politics of civility that is

decision, which reaffirmed Roe v. Wade, a whole generation has grown up since

hospitals and clinics, and promoted as a “fundamental right” by our State Depart-

* I

1

I
I

I

7//91^ 9rE.

'i

Principled yet pragmatic, Lincolns stand 

slavery offers a basis for a new

at once anti-abortion and pro-choice

1 I



®022/032
COVEY LEADERSHIP

FAX 801342630210:19

I.

<!•. :! disobedience if they are committed by demonstrators at

orotected by our courts.
With this difference: unlike other American rights, abor­

tion clinic ought to be called -a place of healing and care.

•A JS

Sisi
f ■.7

i

W?.

tien cannot be discussed in plain English, its warmest sup­

porters do not like to call it by its name.

ter a gunman Killcu some employe—'' -'u'-
IWQ Brookline. Massachusetts, abortion clinics, a counselor

’ ever used. In various interviews both Clintons ac- 

kni"c

portion clinics. Some private organizations that administer 

birth-control programs and provide abortions, notably

from the federal government. Abortion today is as American 
as free speech, freedom of religion, or any other practice

A ■ ■■•

.,ietrics-.md-gyneco(ogy residency training programs. Inllu- 
ential ■••oicas'in politics and the media are now demanding 

the assignment of U.S. marshals to protect abortion climes 

.uainst violence, and a federal law passed last year pre- 

senbes harsh criminal penalties for even nonviolent .lets nt

7

\ ■

!

-I

resumed under chi -cncrni

-’a:

Toduv our muioiVs most prestigious civic groups, from (he 

Lemiuc of Women Voters to the American Civil Liberties 

Union, arc committed to its protection and subsidization. 

The Accrcditaiion Council for Graduate Medical Education

enough to satisfy some in the abortion movement. In an op­
ed piece that appeared in the Hie Vew York Timei shortly al- 

*unman killed some employees and wounded others at
... _ . .1

at one of the clinics complained that the media kept reternng 
to her workplace as an abortion clinic. "I hate that term, she 

declared. At rhe end of rhe piece she suggested that her abor­
tion clinic ought to be called -a place of healing and care."

The Clinton Administration, the rirst Administration clear- 

lv committed to abortion, seems to be try ing hard to promote 
,t without mentioning it. President Bill Clinton s health-

it. Yet nowhere in the bill’s 1.342 pages was the word acet- 

cion

*.r

-A'-'.--

Abortion is a "reproductive health procedure” or a "termi­
nation of pregnancy." Abortion clinics arc reprodu<-tive 

health clinics" (.more recently, "women’s clinics"), and the 

right to obtain an abortion is "reproductive freedom. Some­

times the word "abortion" is unavoidable, as in media ac-

10/13/95

1

ledacd that it was their intention to include abortion u:i- 
the category of ••services for pregnant women." Anoihc: 

uii-iutive tn which the Clinton Administration panicipatce. 
rhe .iraft report for last year’s L’mted Nanons [nwmutienul 
Conference on Population and Development, used simil..: 

lancuace. Abortion, called "pregnancy termination.’’
Of ■•.■cprisductive heulm

re." a term used frequentl-. in the report.
'.Vhv, in a decade when public discourse about sex has be- 

.•cme dcterminedl" I’orthric’m. "abortion” so hard to -ay '

counts of the abortion controversy, but then it is almost in­
variably preceded by a line of nicer-sounding words; "the 
rizht of a women to choose" abortion. This is still not

League of Women Voters w the American Civil Liberties

.—------------

care bill would have nationalized the funding ot abortion, 
forcing everyone to buy a "standard package" that included

-

Planned Parenthood, are closely tied to government bureau­

cracies: Planned Parenthood receives one third or its income

■■■fcsw

now requires that abortion techniques be taught in ail on- 

politics and the media arc now demanding

te

<t:'
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No one hesit:ues to s:iy "'abortion" in other contexts-in re­
ferring. for e:1.imple. co .i.borting :i plJne's c:ikeoff. Wh>· not 
s:iy "abortion of a fecus"? Why substi tuti: :i sponi;y e:i:pres­

;; ion l ike "tennination of pregn:incy"? And why do abortion 
cl inics get cal led "reproductive he:ilth cl in ics·• when cheir 
m:ini fest purpose is lo l·top reproduct ion ·? Why :i l l  th is 
strange lan);uase"? Wh::it is goini on here'? 

The :inswer, it seems to me. is unJ.voiciab l e .  Even de­
fenders and promoters of :ibortion sense th::it there is some­
th ing nae quite right :i.bout the procedure. ··r abhor abor­

t ions." Hen ry Foster. Pres ident Cl in to n  ·s unconfi rmed 
nominee for Surgeon Gene�!. hls s:iid. Clinton himself. 

who madt: no secret of his support for abortion during his 
1 991 c:impaign. stil l repe:ics the mancr:i of "�:ife. legll. and 
r1re · ·  .ibortion. Why ··rare"''? If :ibonion is l constitution:il 
right, on l par w ith freedom of speech and freedom of rel i• 
:;ion. why does i t  have co be "I'll.re"? Th� reason Cl inton 
uses chis langu:ige should be obvious. He knows h� is calk­
ing to 1 n.ition:i.1 electorate tb:i.t is de�ply troubled aboul 
.ibortion. Shortly before l:i.sc ye:,.r's congressional c!cccions 
his wifo went even further in appealing to chis audience by 
characterizing abortion as .. Wrong" (though she added. "I 
don 't think it should be criminalized"). 

Sometimes even :ibortion: lobbyists show a degree of un• 
e.uiness about what it is they are lobbying for. At the �nd of 
1993 Kate Michelm:in. the h.ead of the National Abortion 
and .Reproductive Rights Action League, was interviewed by 
the Philadelphia Inquirer about NARAL·s new emph:isis on 
the prevention of teen pregnnncies. The reporter quoted 
Michelman as saying. 0We think .ibortion is a bad thing." 
Michelman complained thar she had bten misquoted. where• 
upon she was reminded that che interview had been taped. 
Neverth.eless. SARAL issued a smcment a few days later dc­
clJring that Michelman "has nevcr said-and would ne•,er 
sa�-that 'abortion is a bad ching .. .. Michelman. who hnd
reason co know better. sought only co "clarify" her remuk in 
a letter co the /nqllirer. "It is not :ibortion itself th::it is a bad 
ching ... ,he wroce . .. Rather: our nation's high rate of abortion 
reprcsencs a failure" of our system of se:t education. contra­
i.:c:ption. :ind h�th cm. But a month later Michclm:in hcr­
setr. cestifying before a House subcommittee on .:nefiy and 
commerce. insisted that ''the reporter :ibsolucely quoted me 
incorrectly." and she lacer told a Wt1shingro11 Posr reporter . .. I 
would never. never. never. n�ver. never mc:in to say �uch ::i. 

thing."' Noc until the Post reporter showed hc:r the transcr.pt 

d id Michclm:in tin::il ly  acknowledge-�omewhat evasive!!' 
-th;u she had s�d i t: ··r m obviously guilty of s.iying some-
1 h i 11 :;  th:u led her to put thac cornmc:nt in chere ...

What.:ver else Michelman ·s bobbing and weaving rcvc:ils. 
ic shows how nervous abortion :1dvoc:ues can gee when che 
dis.:u.ssion appro:iches che quc::scion of what abortion is. Ev.:n 
if we :iccc:pc Michelman ·s :1mended version of her rem.irk. 
which is that i t is not abortion buc the "high r:itc" of abortion 
th:it is :i bad thing. the me::ming is hardly changed. Ir one 

J.bortion is not :i bad ching. why are many abonions bad'?

Wh.i.t is it about abortion chat is so troubling? 
The obvious answer is chat abortion is troubling beQuse it 

is l ki lling process. Abortion clinics may indeed bc pl:iccs of 
··hc.iling .ind care." as the Planned Parenthood counselor
mainr..iins. but their primary purpose is 10 le.i l l human fetuses.

Whcth�r rhos� fetuses :i.re uuly "persons" will continue to
be dcb:ited by modern schol:iscics. but people keep blurting
out fragments of what was long a mar.ii consensus in this
country. Once i n  l while even l newsc.is,er. carefully schooled
in Sprachregel1111g1m. will slip up by reporting the murder of
··a wom:,,n and her unborn baby.'' thus implying tha.c some­
chini more th:in a sin!le homicide h:is taken pl::i.ce. But that
"!iomeching·· muse not be probed or e�;unincd; the ncwscm­
er must not spc:ik its n:une. Abortion has thus come to occu­
py an nbsurd. surre.:ilistic pl.ice in the nation.ii di:llogue: !t
cannot be iinored :i.nd ic c:,.nnot be o�nly stated. Ic is the
.:orpsc: J.t the dinner party.

D O � G L ..\ S  .-l � D  

T II E D I DI O C R ..\ T S 

0 NLY one ocher institution in this country has been 
tre:1ted so evasi\"ely, :ind ch:i.t is the institution th::ic 
w:is nurtured and protected by the govemment dur­

ing the first eighty-seven years of our nation 's existence: the 
institution of slavery. 

The men who drafted che Constitution included r=prcsen­
tati ves from slave st.ices who were detumincd to protect 
their states' interests. Yet they wen: :ill highly voc::11 propo­
nents of human liberty. How does one reconcile liberty with 
sl:,,very'? They did it by producing a document uw refemc 
to slavery in three different places without once mentionin� 
iL Slaves were "perwns"-or. sometimes. "other persons"­
in  contnm to "free persons." The sla"'.e trade (which th< 
Constitution prohibited Congress from banning until 1 sos ·
was referred to lLS "the Migration or Imporuwon of such Per 
son:i :is :1ny of the Staies now existing sh:ill think proper tc 
admit." Free states wcre required to return fugitive slaves t< 
their masters in the sl:ivc: staces. but in th:it clause a slav, 
w:is :i "person held to Servici: or Labour" and a master w:i 
"the pnny 10 whom such Service or L:i.bour may be due:· 

At le-.isl che foun�rs recognized che hum:inity of slaves b 
calling thc:m ··persons··: but in the ne�c ienemtion the st:lllls c 
slaves. and of bl:icks in gencr.tl. ste::idily declin.:d. By che en 
of the l S10s slaves were reduced co a species of propcny to t 
bought .ind sold like: other propercy. Thomas Jel'fcrson. who 
I i16 had tried to insert into che Decl:uution of lnd�pcndc:m 
;.i dc:nunci:.1tion of the King for keepini1 o� "a imrl:et whe 
�IE.'- should be boughc & sold." now �oni?ed only in priva, 
Publicly �JI he coulJ .sJ.�- on the rifiii:ch :lruliversary of th� De 
l::ir:ition ( the last yell' of his life) was chat che pro�ss of e 
l ighrenmi:nt had vindic:i.ted che .. palp::iblc cruth. that the m:
l)f mankind h:is noc been born with saddles on their b:icks. r 
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ride them legiti­

mately, by the grace

5 Xon Oto Shied awa, froo. public '

even the most flamboyant polital leaden of the eariy m e 

teeeth ee.tur, eouid become suddenly 7
talk turned to slavery. Andre* Jackson left ort.ee tn 183 

blamtnv the South s secess.on threats on those nonhemers 

..... on talklne about "rhe most delicate and encruns

even the most flamboyant

tem

Such

long as that didn't conflict with the Consttcu-

I

Squelching away at this dinner hour.
On the tin stowed under the upstairs sink

The mule team circulates in silhouette:

To meet demand, a grand procession.

So let tar bleed from telephone poles.

Let engine blocks ooze rainbow slicks

with caked-up gunk—And bike chains jam

He's

—david barber

A little dreamy; the team

Yeoman hand-scrub of workingmen and sons 

Going back to before his father was bom.

."This last

seized upon by Stephen A. Douglas, the "linle

heard his father say one scoop will cut 

Through any crap, no matter what. 

Just work the lather good, keep at it. 

He'S fallen into rhythm now. a little remote.

^usually in the lanS»ag= of "rishts--.be property riSta 

of slaveholders tmd the sovereistt rights ot states. In 1330

And so he pictures vast bleached dunes 

Shimmering to the vanishing point. 

The chalky powder heaped in mounds 

And hauled to the city by wagon train

principle was

Kansas-Nebraska Act. which Douglas pushed through Con- 

grass in

! '

H
i

■ I

man. wou
dress by saying the words
When slavery was discussed during the

a favored few booted and spurred, ready to 

matdy. by the grace of

grounds of hope for others.

port for a tough fugitive-slave law on such grounds. What 

right, he asked, did his fellow nonhemers have "to endeavor 
tcToet round this Constitution, or to embarrass the free exer­

cise of the rights secured by the Constitution to the persons 

whose slaves escape from them? None at all. none at all.”

Webster supported the Compromise of 1850. which at­

tempted to settle the question of slavery in the territories ac­

quired from Mexico by admitting California as a free state and 

Utah and New Mexico "with or without slavery as their con­

stitution may provide at the time of their admission. —who insisted on talking about "the most deitcate a™ »..s 
toptes. topics upon Which I. is i^situ C ^c 

of the L....
talk, he said,

Union can ever speak without strong emotton. 
taut ne said, assaulted "the feelings and rights ot southern­
ers and "their institutions.” Jackson, usually a plamspoken 

Id not mar the occasion of his last presidential ad- 

"abolitionist" and "slavery, 
antebellum period, it

the lather

Jhc'taMS Whig sencor Daniel Webster defended his sup-

The storied mines can't last forever. 

The dunes will dwindle into moon dust. 

The mules will litter the desert floor 

With hollow skulls. He knows in his bones

marches round

The tin like ants, his wrists turn and turn 

[n a reaming motion, and his head spins 

To think of all the pitch-black nands

5iant” of the Democratic Party, and made the basis of the 

Kansas-Nebraska Act. which Douglas pushed through Con- 
□ress in 1354. Nullifying (he Missouri Compromise of 1820. 

U opened the remaining territories to slavery if the people m 

them voted for it. Douglas's rationale was “popular sover- 
eianty ” a logical extension of states' rights. The premise of 

Jtes’rights was that any institution a state wanted to have, it 

should have, so I 

He's turning into the kind of upstart 

Who never misses a chance to flout 

A father's orders about what not to touch

Or take apart. In the fogging minor

Filling washbasins with oily rivers. 

And now his suds froth even darker. 

His skin's on fire. He feels certain

He sees himself far older, doubled over 

Fiendish smears that won't rinse out 

i Some industrial taint'.’ Indelible ink?)

Faithfully, furiously, though he scours.
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tion. Since slavery nol only did not 
conllict with ctic: Constitution but 
w:is procecccd by ii. Dougl:is said. ic 
followed that c.:ach st.::m: had "J ri�hc 
10 Jo :.is it p lc.::.1.:;�s on the subject of 
sl;1\'\:r:," ;wu the same: principle 
slrnu!J apply co the c�rricories. 
Dou:,_?l:.i:;'s :.ippc:il w:.is not to the. 
1ki:,· rm.>-sl;1vl!ry minorities in the 
South. who insisted th:it slavery w:is 
mor.illy ri�ht. buc co the v.ut major­
ity in the North. who simply felt 
uni:ornfor1:.1ble c:ilking ;ibout the 
subject. He: issured them ch:it chey 
Jidn·c have co-chat they could 
:.ivoid che subject :i.lcogc1her by le::iv­
ing ic co the democratic process. Let 
chc people decide: if they "w:int 
slavery. they shall have it: if they 
prohibic :;Javery. it sh.ul be prohibit­
ed." B uc what :ibout the rights of 
sl:h·es? Thac. Douglas s:ii.d. w:is one 
of those issues that should be lc:ft to 
moaliscs and chcologi:ms. It did not belong in the political or 
leg:ii realm. In speaking of the right co own slaves. he said. 

[ am now spe:tlcing of rights unckr the Consrirucion. and 
not of mor:tl or religious righu. [ do not disctUS the morals 
of the people of Missouri. but let them settle dl�t m.>.ttc:r 
for chemselvc:s. [ hold that the people o( rhe slaveholding 
Staces � civilized men� well :is ourselvc,, th:it they beM 
consciences 3s weli as we. :i.nd chat they ue :u::counc:ible to 
God and chc:ir posterity ind not 10 us. ii is for chem to de• 
ci� therefore the mor:il .ind religious right of the slavery 
question for themselves within cheir own limiu. 

Looking back cod.iy on Dougl:is· .. words. now l3i years 
old. one is scruck by how sophiscic:ued :ind .. modem" they 
seem. He ruled out of order :my debate on the mor:ility o{

sbvery. That was a "religious" question. [r had no place in a 
consticucion:il debalc:. and we hod no right 10 judge other 
people in such terms. In one of his debates with Lincoln in 
l858. Douglas scolded his opponent for cellin� the people in 
che sl:i.\"e StillCS th:it their institution \"iol:ucd the I:iw of God. 
··Better for him:· he said. co cheers :.ini.i applause. "to :idopt
the uo�trine or' •judge nae lest ye be jml;;c<l. ··· 

The.: same notions :ind e\·en some or' chc same: lani;uagl! 
h:iv.: found lheir w:iy inco che ab1.rnio11 Jc:batc:. In Ro� v. 
�Vtic!c'. in 1973. Justice Harry 81:i.:kmun ,lb!.cr\'�U lh;it phil­
osophc:rc; ind lheologians h:ive bc:en ar;!uing about :ibortion 
for ..:r.:muric:s wilhout re:.iching :1ny Hrm .:onclusions :.ibouc ics 
mor:ilil�·. All .. seemingly absolut,.: ..:on, i..:tions" about it :.ire
primarily lhc produces of subjective r:i..:tors such as one's 
philosophy. rdigious trJining. :i.nd ··;miwJcs tow:.ird lif� anJ 
familv ;rnd their v:ilues." As justice$. h� ;aid. he and his col-

leagues were required 10 put aside: 
all such subj.:ctive considerations 
ind "resolve the issue by consti­
tutional me:isurcmt:nt. fr� of emo­
tion and of predilection." As the 
abortion debate intensified, p�ic­
uhi.rl y after C:uholic bishops and 
Christian evnngelic:ils entered che 
fray in lhe 1970s. the: word .. reli­
gious" w;is increasingly used by 
:i.bonion def cm.lcrs to char:i.cterize 
their opponems. They used it in e�­
actly the same sense that Douglas 
used it in the slavery debate. as a 
synonym for ··subjective." "person­
al." ;ind thus. fin:i..11:, ... ilrbimiry." 1n
this view, religion is l3rgely a m�­
ter of laste, :ind to impose one·s 
ta.Ste upon another is not only re­
prcssh·e but also imicional. This 
seems to be the view of the phi­
losopher Ronald Dworkin in his 
book LJ/t's Dominion (1993) and 

in some of his subsequent writings. \\11,ai the opposition io 
abortion boils down to, Dworkin says. is an anempt "to im­
pose a controversial view on !lll essentiilly religious issue 
on people who reject it." 

The approach has served as useful cov� for Dcmocr.uic 
politicians seeking to reconcile their religious convictions 
1.1,idl their pany's platform and ideoloey. The most highly 
publicized use of the "religious" model was the famous 
speech given by Mario Cuomo. then the governor of New 
York. :ic the Universicy of Notre Dnme durine chc 1984 pres­
idential campaign. Characterizing himself as � ''old-fash­
ioned .. Cltholic. Cuomo said that he acc�ttd his Church·�
position on :iboetion. just a.s he accepted its poshion on birtl 
concrol and divorce. But, he ask�d rhetoric:i.lly. ··must I insis 
:,,ou do?" By linking obotlion with divorce :md birth conuot 
Cuomo put it in the c:i�gory of Church doctrines that ar, 
me.int lO :ipply only to C:1tholics. E\'cryonc agrees chat : 
wou ld be highly presumptuous for :i Clrholic politician r, 
s�ek to prevent non-Catholics from pr:icticin; birth conuol c 
getting :i. divorce. But dle pro-life :i.rgumcnt tw :uways bee 
chat :ibonion is different from binh contr0l .ind divorce. be 
c:iusc ic involv� a nonconsentin& party-dtc unborn chili 
A.t one poinc in hi:. speech Cuomo seemed to :u:knowledf
that distinction. ·• As Catholics:· he �d ... my wife :ind [ we:
enjoined never co use abortion to demo� dle life we cre:itt
;i.ncJ we never hnve:· and he :idded th.it -3 fetus is differe
from :in :ippendi:t or a set o( tonsils." But lhtn. :is if sudde
ly recognizing where rhis line of re:JSonini might lead. 
said. "Bm noc �veryone in our society agrees with me :i 
�bci!<la." rn other words. it w:is just :i thoughc--don·t botr 
wich il if you don't agree. De g11s1ib11s 11011 �st disputandu 
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Cuomo·s speech received consicler.ible press cove�ge. 
becal.1$e ic w:is perceived as a kind of thumb in the: eye -::it' 
New Yorl(s C�dinal John O'Connor, who had been stress­
ing the Church's unequivoc:il monl condemnation of abor­
tion. The argument. then. was newsworthy but not .it all 
ongin:il. New York Sen:icor D:iniel Pacric:k Moynihan. an-

. ocher pro-choice C:itholic. h:id been saying much the same 
rhing since che mid- l 970s. and by the I 980s it h� become 
the .:itand:u-d :irgumem. One hears cod.:iy from the Climons. 
from spokespeople for the Americ:m Civil Liberties Union. 
and from the philosopher Ronald Dworkin. the joumali�.c 
Roger Rosenbl:m. ltld the celebrity lawyer -�lilt\ Oershowit!. 
and from li::gions of ochers chat opposition 10 abortion is es­
senci::lly religious. or pnvace. :ind :is such has no pl.ice in che 
policical re:ilm. There is a p:icienc phi!osophic:tl response co 
this argument. which ochers have spelled cue :ic some length. 
but ic finds no purchase in a mass media that thrives on 
sound bices. There is also a primll scre:im-"Murder!"­
chat is always welcomed by the medi:i as evidence of pro-lir: 
fanacicism. But is chcre ;1 proper rhetorical response. a rc­
:iponse suiced to civil dialogue chat combines re:i.son wich 
anger and ur£ency? I believe there is. :ind the model for iris 
Abrahnm Lincoln's response to Stephen Douglas. 

1.li�COl..'1 AND
T H E R E P l B L I C .\.\ S 

L
INCOLN h:id virtUally retired from politics by 1854. 
ha.vinr failed to obtain a much-coveted position in the 
Administr:1tion ofZ.1Chary Taylor. Then came the p:is• 

sage of the Kansas•Ncbraska Act. Scephen Douglas·s mns• 
cerwork. which pennitced the extension of slavery into the 
territories. Lincoln was horrified. In his view. slavery was 
like a cancer--0r l "'wen:· as he c.il\ed it. It could be elimi­
nated only if it w:is firsc contained. If ic ever mec:istasized. 
spreading inco che new territories. ic could never be stopped. 
He viewed chi: Kansas-Nebrask:1 Act as il scimulant to the 
growth of the c:incc:r because ic invited slave-owning ··squat• 
ters" co settle in the new cerrtcories. create elector:i.l majori­
ties, and establish new sl:ive smes. One of the longest and 
masc passionate of Lincoln ·s speeches was his I S54 addres� 
on the acc. which rche:irsc:d m:iny of the themes chat would 
re:ippe:ir in his debates wich Douglas. 

Douglas h:id bo:i.sced chat the Kan:i:l!i-N�brn.ska Act fur­
thered democrncy by leaving the question of whether or not 
co adopt sl:ivery up to che people in the cerricorie:i. Lincoln 
quickly homed in on the c:ritic:il wc:iJ.;ne:.s in this ··self-i:ov­
�mmen(· :irgumenc: "When the white man governs himself. 
th.it is se!f-iovemmcnt: but when he go\'ems himself .ind 
also governs a11m/,er rn:in. chat is more th:i.n self-govern• 
mcnc-thac is despotism:· le would noc be despotism. of 
coursl!, ir" slaves were not hum:in: "Thal is co say, inasmuch 
:is you do not object co my taking rny hog to Nebr:1sk.1. 
therefore: ! must not object 10 you caking your sbve." This. 

Lincoln s:i.id. "is perfectly logic.ii. if there is no difference

between hogs and negroes." Lincoln kept retumin: co the

question of the hum:inity of slaves. the question chat Dougl:is 
ruled out of bounds as essenci:illy ··religious.'' Everywhere, 
Lincoln said. e11en in the South. peaple knew th:ic slaves 
were human beings. If southerners really believed that slaves 
were not hum:in. why ditl they join in banning the intem:i­
rion:tl slave trade. making it a. c:ipital offense? And if del.ling 
in human flesh was no diffcrenl from de:iling in hogs or 
cattle. why was the slavc:-de:iler regarded \Vith revulsion 
throughout the Souch·? 

You despise him utterly. You uo not reco�nize him as :i 

friend. or even :1$ an honest man. Your ch�drcn must not 
pla:-- with his: they m:iy rollick freely 11;ich the linlc ne­
groes. but not with !he ··s1:1ve-de:i.lers" childn:n. If vou :uc 
obliged to deal with him. you try co get through ·,he job 
without so much as couching him. 

People's mor:il intuilions could not be repressc:d: they 
would surface in all kinds of une�p.:cced ways: in winces :ind 
unguarded c:.�prcssions. in l:i.bored euphemisms. in slips of 
che congue. Lincoln w:i.s on the lookout for these, and he 
forced his opponents co acknowledge their significance: "Re­
p�! the Missouri Compromise-repe:ll :ill compromises­
rcpe.il the declaration of independence-rcpdl :ill pnst histo­
ry. you still can nor repe:il human n:iture. Ir will still be the 
abundance of man's he:in, m.:it sl:ivery e:'ttension is wrong: 
:ind out of th!!! :ibundance of his he� his mouth will contin­
ue to speak." 

Douglas tried to evade the force of these observations by 
insi:iting thnc he didn't care whar was chosen: :ill he cared 
about was the freedom to choose. Ac one point Douglas even 
tried co put his own theologic:tl spin on this. suuesting that 
God placed good :ind evil before m:m in che Gnrden of Eden 
in order to give him the right to choose. Lincoln indignantly 
rejected this incerpret:icion. ''God did not pfacc good :md evil 
before m:m. telling him to m:ike his choice. On the contrary. 
he did ttll him there wns one tree. of chc fruit of which. he 
should noc cnt. upon p.iin of cerc:i.in de::ith. I ihould scarcely 
wish so scrong a prohibition :igainsc slil\'C� in Nebraska." 

Lincoln's depiction of slavery ;a a mor:il c:mccr became 
che cemr.11 cheme ot' his speeches during che rest ot' the 1850s. 
Ir was che warning he meant co convey in hill ··House Divid­
ed'" speech. in his seven deb:ttes with Dougl:i.s in I 858. and in 
the series ot' spccch�s chat culmin::iti:d in the: I 860 presidential 
c:imp-.ii�n. In .ill these he continu:illy rc:mindr::d his audience 
that the theme of choice wirhouc ref erencc to the abjtt,·t of 
choice was mor:illy empty. He would re:tdily a;r.:e that e:u:h 
state ought 10 choose chc kind of l:iws it wJnt� when it c:une 
to the protection and regul:irion of its commerce. !ndi:i.n:.i 
might need cranberry laws: Virginia mi!Jht nc:-ed oyster t.iws. 
Bur "I a:;I.: if there is any parallel betwt!en chcse things and 
chis institution or slavery." Oysters :ind cr:mbenics were mac­
ters of mor.:il indifference: slavery w:i:; not. 

;i!J 
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abonion is morally wrong. It violates the very first of rhe in-
1 The real issue in this controversy—the one pressing upon

that contemplates the institution of slavery in this
H

Lincoln has been portrayed as a moral compromiser, even 

protect slavery in rhe existing slave states against abolition

save

IV • ------------
the quest for alternatives to abonion. it widens the range or

wrons and ought to be restricted.

range of choices actually available ro women.

I
answer this is ro provide asound'1 Perhaps rhe best way to

for it.cause but no less devoted to building broad support

making the following campaign statement:

tion is

A l.l\C01.NIA\ position 

ox ABORTION

SUGGESTED that we can find in Lincoln s anti-slavery

oral government. If he were in Congress, he said in a speec 
delivered in July of 1358. shortly before his debates wit

tion Lincoln replied in this way ro a correspondent who 

urged him to temper his opposition co slavery in the

strict, discourage—is unequivocally pro-life even as it is ef­

fectively pro-choice. It does not say "I am personally op­
posed to abonion": it says abortion is evil. Yet in its own 
way it is pro-choice. First, it does not demand an immediate

an opportunist, and in some respects he was. Though he 

hoped (hat slavery would eventually be abolished within its 
existing borders, he had no intention of abolishing it. Al­

though he said, in his "House Divided" speech of 1858. that 
••this"government cannot endure, permanently half slave and

really make an informed "choice" but were confused ano 

ill-informed at the time, and regretful later. If even some or 
those repons are true, they make a ease for re-examining the 

range of choices actually available ro women.
Would a candidate adopting this position be obliged tc 

support only pro-life nominees to the Supreme Court? Tc 

answer this, let's consider Lincoln’s reaction to Dred Scoit v 
Sanford, the IS57 Supreme Court ruling that Congress hat 

no right to outlaw slavery in the territories. Lincoln con 

. .L_. u. nnr nrnmijje co reverse It o,

ing chat his "paramount object" was not to free slaves but to 

rava the Union, and that if he could save the Union without 

freeing a single slave, he would do it. But when it came 
down co rhe commitment he had made in the 1850s. Lincoln

half free: Lincoln made it clear in chat speech, and in sub­

sequent speeches and writings, chat his intention was not to 
abolish slavery but to "arrest the further spread of it, and 

place it where the public mind shall rest in the belief that it is 

in course of ultimate extinction. . ." In his first inaugural 

address, desperate to keep the South in the Union, he even 

hinted that he might support a constitutional amendment to 
protect slavery in rhe existing slave states against abolition 
by the federal government—a kind of reverse Thirteenth 

Amendment. The following year he countermanded an order 
by one of his own generals that would have emancipated 

slaves in South Carolina. Georgia, and Florida. In that same 

year he wrote the much-quoted letter co Horace Greeley star-

the Union, and that if he could save the Union without

rhetoric a coherent position that could serve as a model 

for pro-life politicians today. How would this rhetoric 
------ n answer this is co provide a

sample of what might be said by a politician devoted to a 
................ j --------- [ for it.

With the reader's indulgence, then. I will play that politician, 

making che following campaign statement:
"According to che Supreme Court, the right to choose abor- 

lesallv protected. That does nor change the fact chat

was as stem as a New England minister. Slavery, he insisted, 
was an evil chat must not be allowed to expand—and he 
would not allow it to expand. He struggled with a vanety of

ties: "On (he territorial question. I am inflexible. . . 
think slavery is right and ought to be extended: we think it is

every mind-is the sentiment on the part of one class that 

looks upon the institution of slavery a wTOnS. and ot an­

other class that does not look upon it os a wrong. The senti­

ment that contemplates the institution of slavery in this 

country as a wrong is the sentiment of the Republican party.

strategies for realizing (hat principle, from gradual, compen­
sated emancipation to outright abolition, but he never for a 

moment swerved from the principle. A month after his elec-

territo-

. You

i on the Court. Instead hi 

luutli was to accept the ruling as it affected the immcdi 

ate parties to the suit but to deny us authority as a bindin 

precedent for policy making by the other branches of the tec

alienable rights guaranteed in the Declaration of Indepen- 

dence—the right to life. Even many who would protect and 

extend the right to choose abonion admit that abortion is 

wrong, and that killing 1.5 million unborn children a year is. 

in the understated words of one. ‘a bad thing. Yet. iilogically. 

they denounce all attempts ro restrain it or even to speak out 
against it. In this campaign I wdl speak out against it. I will 
say what is in ail our hearts: that abonion is an evil that needs 

to be restricted and discouraged. If elected. I will nor try to 

abolish an institution (hat the Supreme Court has ruled to be 

constitutionally protected, but I will do everything in my pow­

er to arrest its further spread and place it where (he public can 

rest in the belief that it is becoming increasingly rare. I take 

very seriously the imperative, often expressed by abortion 

supporters, that abortion should be rare. Therefore, if I am 

elected. I will seek to end all public subsidies for abortion, for 
abortion advocacy, and for experiments on aborted children. I 

will support all reasonable abonion restrictions that pass 
muster with (he Supreme Court, and I will encourage those 
who provide alternatives to abortion. Above all. I mean to 
treat it as a wrong. I will use the forum provided by my office 

to speak out against abortion and related practices, such as eu­
thanasia. that violate or undermine the most fundamental of 

the rights enshrined in this nation’s founding charter.
The position on abortion I have sketched—permit, re­

strict. discourage—is unequivocally pro-life even as it is ef­

fectively pro-choice. It does not say "I am personally op­

end to abortion. To extend Lincoln's oncological trope: it 
concludes that all those who oppose abortion can do right 
now is io contain the cancer, keep it from metastasizing. It 

thus acknowledges the present legal status of "choice’ even 

as it urges Americans to choose life. Second, by supporting 
the quest for alternatives to abonion. it widens the range of 

choices available to women in crisis pregnancies. Studies of 

women who have had abortions show that many did not

demn'ed the decision but did not promise to reverse it b; 
putting ditYerentiy minded justices on the Court. Instead hi 

approach was I
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was saying, the Supreme Court has

inc precedent. Since Dred Scott

mocratic National Convention.
,—is the

and law-school journals to

won

vocatcs is that

\ *

Douglas, he would support legisla­
tion outlawing slavery in the terri­

tories—despite the Dnd Scott de-

\1

id reverse itself. Lest this seem naive.
--T

i the final 

------- .jor issues must be

Probably not.

It is easy to see

against American-style apartheid. 1.-
won their legal case but also forged a r.f.ad.

lt .ook less°",0' PT

serious national ambitions would ever nsk offending them. A
moulds public sentiment, goes deeper than he 

who enacts statutes, or pronounces judicial decis.ons. He 

makes possible the inforcement of these, else 1mpossl •

lesson for pro-life leaders today is that instead ot try- 

xw _ .. -.k “-nrarhlTpH’ IllSUCCS.

can leaders have shewn much »n‘hus.i“.'’'“^cr'wb 

Among the ten items in Newt Gingnch s Con

^X-^UUulrnrr.! issues .has me Repu

certainly have a First Amendment 

right to ask for it. but their empha­

sis. I believe, should be on making 

it clear to others why they have 

reached the conclusions that they 

have reached. They need to reason 

with skeptics and listen more care­
fully to critics. They need to de­

mand less and explain more. What­

ever the outcome, that would surely 

contribute to the process of reason­

able public discourse. 
The ''campaign statement” I pre­

sented above is my own modest 
contribution to that process. It 

seeks common ground for a civil 
debate on abortion. It does not aim 

at a quick fix: it is based on the 

Lincolnian premise that nothing is 

possible without consensus. At the 

same time, it suggests that some 
measures can be taken here and 

now. and with broad public sup­

port, to contain the spread of abortion.

he said, “is every thing” in this country.

W'h it. nothing can fail: aSuinSl it. nothing can succeed.

Whoever i

>

I

themselves with modest, competent justices who are

ideological bias, and all the while keep their eyes on

prize: ’public sentiment.” Dred Scott was overtume-

ipoScd nml X tom

on mi luiv-v.aht years before it was ove u nF Reoublican presidential politics, moi
Board of Education. Yet during that long night

not silent. In thousands ot t<>-

conunittee to insert a 
a constitutional amend-

mmed .ound in the seventies and eighties as the lobbies 
tightened their grip on the parry. Tn 1992 Robert Casey, th 
^.Hfe governor of Pennsylvania, c - —-

except abortion, was nor even permitted to speak at the D 

mocratic National Convention. 
What is more puzzling—at first glance, anyway-

tepid reception the pro-life position has receded over th 

• __ n_ In the orCSCtlt. hC3l
^^R^presidenti. po.itics, most Re 

publican candidates have been wooing pro-lifc 0i’

ously anticipating their clout in next spring s p •
in the day-to-day management of party fe*

• ,a much enthusiasm for the cause 
in Newt Gingrich's Contract Wit 

reference to abortion (in fact, there is r

-ume ana patience- — - --------- -- reference to anv ot the sociai-cuuum. —.........- - .
they need to take the time to lay out their co^ beyond demands for tougher chil

_ ______rn ibomon. and tni)

lght Doualas had been parry regarding the Illinois stare 
Instead he would seek to persuade the Court of its er- 

_ it would reverse itself. Lest this seem naive, 
remember that he intended to conduct hts argunutnt 

American people. Lincoln knew that m the final

analysis uubiuig juu^. ------- -- - . „
rooted in the soil of American opinion. "Public sentimen .

cision. In our analogy we need not 
follow Lincoln that fur to see the 

valid core of his position. Yes. he

the job of deciding cases arising 

under the Constitution and laws or 
the United States. But if its deci­

sions are to serve as durable prece­
dents. they must be free of obvious 

bias, based on accurate informa­

tion, and consistent with "legal pub­
lic expectation" and established 

practice, or at least with long-stand-

Si "of DeXsnwho were once pro-life-Edward 

Kennedy. Jesse Jackson, even Al Gore and Bill Clinton

failed all these tests. Lincoln be­

lieved that it should be reversed, 

and he intended to do what he could 

to get it reversed. But he would nor 

try to fill the Court with new. "cate­
chized” justices (a process to which

he thoui
bench)---------
ror. hoping that it woui

we must i-
before rhe
analysis durable judicial rulings on major

Would either party, today, endorse such an approach )

lv ls _________why Democrats would run from it Since

1972 pro-choice feminists have become increasingly impor- 
tanfplayers in Democratic Parry councils. In 1976 aboraon 

lobbies got the Democratic platform t------

□lank in the party platform opposing 
‘ - J rb

The lesson for pro-lite leaoers -
;„s » fill .ho Suprome Coon «..h -oo.ooh.2od 
Mra.5py olmoo. conoio .0 bacWiro. .ho, shoold 

themselves with modest compeani justice, who 
.deoioeieal bias, and all .he white keep .heir eyes on me 
pnae: -public semimen..- Dred Sc:,,. ovonumed « .hl 

a decade by .he Civil War. bu. «o,-.<y v. forjiisoii-me 1390 

ruling validating state-im|
ened'the nation for fifty-eight

in Srnwr. v, L..... ,
civil-rights advocates were

rums, from university classrooms

In the end they not only 

new moral consensus.
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pomogr:iphy llws .ind ··.strengthening ri&hts of parents"). 
The Republican nntion:i.l chairm:i.n. H:iley Barbour, i:. at 
odds with pro-iifc Rc:publit:ans who :iccuse him of trying to 
scuttle the party 's pro-life position. The p:irty's kading 
spokcspeopk include voc:il abortion supporters like Chris­
tin� T1.1dd Whitman, the governor of New krsey. and 
Willi;un W�ld. the governor of M:iss:ichuseu.s. :ind its most 
prominent c:im.lidJtes in l:ist year's elections-Miu Romnc:y 
in Ml!Ss.ichuseus. Mich:id Huftington in California. George 
P::i�ki in New York-all declared themselves pro-choict. 

It would be hard to find iln:," Republic:m seriously seeking 
national officl! tod.iy who would s:iy of abortion what Lin­
coln said of slavery: '"The Republican P:iny think it wrong ....... 
we chink it is a moral. a sociul. :ind :i politic.i.l wron;;." Why? 
W:isn·c ir the Republi�ns who first promised co suppcrt ;:i 
"hum:in-life amendment" outl;:iwing 1borcion? Didn't 
Ronald Re:ig.i.n often use his bully pulpir ro spc:i.k out in be­
hlllf of th� unborn? Yes-buc ch:ir was then. ln 1980 the Rc­
public:ms set out ro woo chose who were later called Reag:in 
Democrats. and one of the me:r.ns w:is :i. pro-life pl:i.nk. de­
signed ro coumer the pl:ink rhe Democr.us had put in their 
platform four ye:u-s earlier. The wooing worked J.ll roo well. 
M:m:,, of 1he conserv.uive Catholics :ind evangclic:il Proces­
�ts who screamed into the Republican Pony in l 980 were 
e.'(-New D�ers . .i.nd they retained elements of che old faith. 
They may have c:oolcd tow;:ird the welfare st:i.te. but rhey 
wen: not opposed to the use of ;overnment to promote soci:il 
goals. Their primary go:i!. the outlawing of :ibortion. would 
itself involve the use of government: but even beyond that. 
these new ·•soci:u c:onscrv,uives" never really sh.ired the Re• 
public:ans · distrust of an .i.ccivi:st government. Republican 
lc:lders thus greeted them w:irily. These Oemocr.ics-rurm:d­
Republican were seen ta be useful during elec:tions buc :i nui­
s�ce :i.fterward. During the Re3g:in ye:irs they were given 
consider:i.ble verbal support. which at times greatly helped 
the pro-life c:u.1se (:is. for e�:imple. at the UN (ntem.uional 
Confercnc:e on Popul11tion in Me:tico City in 1984. when 
Re:ig:in offici:ils helped push through a ftn:i.1 report st:lting 
th.it ·'abortion in no w.iy should be promoted JS a mechod of 
family planning .. ). though it never got beyond lip service.
During the: Bush . .:\dministr:icion even lip service faltered :is 

Republic.in officials decided th::u their party's "big tent ..

needed to accommod:ue the pro-choice vic:w. "Re:id. my 
lips:· Bush said. bu, he was talking about "no new 1:i�e.--.." 

Bush's failure 10 keep his ta.,: promise w:lS seen :.is a major 
cause of his dcl'e:it in 199�. but in the :ishes of chis dc:fc:it l:ly 
wh:it Rcpublic:m lc:i.d<:n. cook to be: :i new ,;ign of hope: they 
ngurcd rhcy could win elections on 1:u-and-spcmd is.sues as 
long as chey kepi their promises; rhey didn't need the --social 
:ssuc::s"· people anymore. 

The Republicans have rhus returned co where they feel 
most coinfomble. B:ic� in the I 880s William Or:iham Sum­
ner used to say that the purpose of govemmenc is ··co protect 

' ·'- · '--�---- ,�f women:· tvlodcm Re-

public.ins would hJ.Sten to :idd "the property of women" co 
this m�ger agcnd:i. but the philosophy is the same. Jc secs 
the common good :is the sum of individu.il private s:itisf:u:­
tians. Its touchstone is chc :iuconomous individu.il celebrated 
by John Locke in O/CiviJ Gvvernm�m (1690): "free, equ:il. 
and indepc:nuenc" in the srace of n:uurc:. che soliQry s:iv:ige 
c:ncers socic:cy only co protecc wh:ic is his-or hers. Htre is a 
philosophy �dic:illy :it odds with pro-life premi$CS. ff a 
woman h:is an absolute, unqualified right to her propercy. 
and if her body is part of her property. it follows that she h:is 
a right co evict her tenant whenever she wanes :ind for wru:u­
evcr reason she plc:i.scs. This .. despotic·· concept of individ• 
ual ownership is Republic:in. not Democr.uic. If Democr:i1s 
are pro-choice for poliric:il re::isons. Rcpublic:ins arc pro­
c:haice in their heam. Talk rndio·s ire:icest Rcpublic;:in 
chi:crle:ider. Rush Limbaugh. h:is also been .i.n outspoken 
pro•lifer. but even Lim�ugh h:is been softening th.it part of 
his message l:uel:,,-and small wonder. Htre is limbllugh 
c:istigating che �nvironmcncal movement: "You know why 
these environmentll.list -..11ackos want you co give up your 
c:ir'? I'll cell you the rc:il r�on. They don't ur.mt you to have 
freedom of choice." There it is. Freedom or choice: the 
philosophic:al cencer of modern-day Republianism. 

Well. the re::tder a.sks impatiently. i( DemocratS arc pro­
choice politic:illy and Republicans are p�choice philo­
sophic:illy. wh.it' s che point of that pro-life -c:unpaign st:uc 
menc"'? Who is going to ldopt ir? Perh:ips the good folks i: 
some little splinter party. but who else? I answer as follow� 
Americ.in pany politics is very tricky, at times seeming! 
unpredictable. Who. in the e:uiy sixties, would have dami t 
predict t�l the Dtmocr.us would become the abortion p.i. 
ty"? But there w:is :i subtle logic .i.t work.. By 1964 it w 
cle:1r th:u the Democr:i.ts were about to became the civ 
rights p:uty. The feminism of the sixties rode into lhe refer 
agend:i on che b:i.ck of civil riahts (by the end af the dee.: 
··sexism- had entered most diction:iries as :i. councerp.in
"r:lcism··). and high on its :igcnda w:is not just the leg:ili
cion but the moral legitimization of .i.bortion. Nevenheles:
took a dozen ye::irs for the full shift to occur. I chink 1 

within the next dozen y� the shift could be reversed.
explain why. I muse tilke :i long look b:u:kw:i.rd. to the !
titS' res�ctivc positions in Linc01n·s ti�.

r R n - L I f E D E ll o C R .\TS 

I
N the I S50s it w:is not the R.c:public:ms but the Demo 
who wc:re the champions of unbridled individu::ilisn 
heirs of Andrew 1:h:kson·s enuq,reneuri:dism-and 

m:itcly of Jeff�r.;on·:s distru.,;t of·•efla!CtiC iovemmenf'. 
Dc:mocr.us were w:iry not only of nation.ii :u::1iun but a 
:iny com:cpt of 1hc: common good we lhre:lli:ned indivic! 
Joc:il autonomy. It was rhe Republic::ins. heirs of Whig n 
alism :ind New Engl:i.nd mmsccndenc:tlism. who succee 
under Abrah:in, Uncoln·s rutel.2ge-in constructing J. 
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aressional parties stand as far apart as they were at the height

J 7

ent philosophy of national reform.

In The Lincoln Persuasion (1993), a 
brilliant, posthumously published 

study of Lincoln's political thought.

the political scientist I David Green­

stone traced the roots ot that thought 

to the communitarian “covenant 

theology" of seventeenth-century
Puntanism. Lincoln combined this 

theology, with its emphasis on pub­
lic duty and public purpose, with 

the nationalism and institutionalism 

of Henry Clay and other leading
Whigs, arriving at a position of "po­

litical humanitarianism." Lincoln’s 

synthesis. Greenstone noted, did not 

deny the importance of individual

development, but it did assert that 

"the improvement of individual and 

society were almost inseparably 

joined." Combining moral commit­
ment with political realism. Lincoln

arrived at a concept of the public
good that resonated deeply among northerners, especially

.7'

then. Republicans emphasize the 

role of government as a neutral 
rule maker that encourages private 

initiative and protects its fruits. 

Now as then. Democrats empha­

size the role of government as a 

moral leader that seeks to realize 

public goals unrealizable in the pri­

vate sphere.
If this analysis is correct, it fol­

lows that the proper philosophical 

home for pro-lifers right now is the 

liberal wing of the Democratic Par­

ty. To test this, go back to that “cam­
paign statement” 1 sketched earlier 

and make one simple change: sub­

stitute the word "racism” for "abor­

tion." Without much editing the 

statement would be instantly recog­
nizable as the speech of a liberal 
Democrat. Democrats know that 

racism, like abortion, cannot be 
abolished by governmental fiat. Bui 

they also know that it is wrong to subsidize racist teaching:

■ *1

I
1

Within the liberal left, from which the Democrats dra 
their intellectual sustenance, there is increasing dissatisfa 

tion with the absolutist dogma of "abortion rights. N 

Hentoff, a columnist in the left-liberal W/age Voice, wondt 
why those who dwell so much on "rights" refuse to consic

•V-
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of the New Deal. President Clinton may have muddied the 

waters with his "me. too. but more moderately" response to 
Republican retrenchment, but in Congress the programmatic 

differences between the parties are spelled out almost daily 

in partv-iine votes reminiscent of the late 1930s. Now as

J
'i
ll

&
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publican parties were divided not only on the slavery ques­
tion but also on the larger philosophical question of national 

responsibility. The Democrats adopted a position of eco­

nomic and moral laissez-faire, while the Republicans insist­

ed that on certain questions the nation had to do more than 

formulate procedural rules; it had to make moral judgments 

and act on them.
This philosophical alignment, persisting through the Civ­

il War and Reconstruction, was blurred during the Gilded 

Age. Then, over the course of the next forty years, some­
thing surprising happened: the parties reversed positions. 

Populist Democrats in the 1890s weakened their party’s at­
tachment to laissez-faire, and after "progressive" Republi­

cans (whose model was Lincoln) failed to take over their 

party in 1912. many started moving toward the Democrats. 
Woodrow Wilson welcomed them—and so. twenty years lat­

er. did Franklin Roosevelt. By 1936 it was the Democrats 
who were sounding the Lincolnian themes of national pur­
pose and government responsibility, while the Republicans 
had become the champions of the autonomous individual. 

Since then both parties have veered and tacked, sometimes 

partly embracing each other's doctrines, but today the con-

I

• :-4

■hose large sezments steeped in the culture of New England. publicly or to tolerate racist speech in public institutions or tc 

At rhe time of rhe Civil War. then, rhe Democratic and Re- permtr racist practices tn large-scale "private enterprises
Democrats also insist that government has a duty to cake the 
lead in condemning racism and educating our youth about it 

dangers. In other words, the same formula—grudgingly toler 

ate. restrict, discourage—that I have applied to abortion i 
what liberal Democrats have been using ro combat racisn 

over the past generation. With abortion, as with racism. w< 
are targeting a practice that is recognized as "wrong (Hillar 

Clinton) and "a bad thing” (Kate Michelman). With abortior 
as with racism, we are conceding the practical impossibility c 

outlawing rhe evil itself but pledging the government s be: 

efforts to make it "rare" (Bill Clinton et al.). When it comes t 
philosophical coherence, therefore, nothing prevents Deme 

crats from adopting my abortion position. Indeed, there is ver 

good reason to adopt it.
It is. however, politically incorrect. Any liberal Democn 

taking this stance would incur the wrath ot rhe abortion lot 

bies. Protests within rhe parry would mount, funding woui 

dry up. connections with (he party leadership would be sc 
ered. and there might be a primary challenge. Because polit 

clans do not court martyrdom, the intimidatory power < 

these lobbies is formidable.
But no power lasts forever, and power grounded more 

bullying than in reason is particularly vulnerable in ourcou 

......... .. —... ~

z
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believe, is starring rn happ?" women's issues. One of the
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wHAT about the Republicans? Where are they head­
ed? It is hard to say. As already noted, on a range of 

domestic issues the party seems to have embraced 
a philosophy of possessive individualism that has a distinct­

ly pro-choice ring to it. and in this respect is no longer the 

party of Lincoln. Lincoln's Republicanism, as Greenstone 

pointed out in The Lincoln Persuasion, combined a Whig- 
gish sense of national responsibility with a New England 

ethic of moral perfection. Then as now, Republicans be­
lieved in capitalist enterprise and fiscal prudence—but in

II
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the bare possibility that unborn human beings may also have 

a few rights. Hemoff, who is a son of libenarian liberal, sees 

a contradiction between abortion and individual rights, but 

the socialist writer Christopher Hitchens may actually be 

more in tune with the communitarian bent of post-New Deal 
liberalism in his critique of pro-choice philosophy. Hitchens 

" caused an uproar among readers and staffers of The Nation in 
1989 when he published an article in which he observed with 

approval that more and more of his colleagues were ques­
tioning whether "a fetus is ‘only’ a growth in. or appendage 

to. the female body.” While supporting abortion in some cas­

es. he insisted that society has a vital interest in restricting it. 

What struck him as ironic, and totally indefensible, was the 

tendency of many leftists suddenly to become selfish individ­

ualists whenever the topic turned to abortion.

It is a pity that... the majority of feminists and their allies 
have stuck to the dead ground of "Me Decade" possessive 
individualism, an ideology that has more in common than 
it admits with the prehistoric right, which it claims to op­
pose but has in fact encouraged.

Hitchens's critique of the pro-choice position comes from 

his socialist premises, but even some liberal critics doser to 

the center have adopted a similar view. The Good Society 

(1991). by the sociologist Robert Bellah and his associates, 

reads like the campaign book of a decidedly liberal Demo­

cratic politician, someone who might challenge Bill Clinton 
from the left in 1996. The root of what is wrong in America, 

it says, is our "Lockean political culture,” which emphasizes 
“the pursuit of individual affluence (the American drcam) iA J 

a society with a most un-Lockean economy and goverdAI 

ment.” When the authors get to the topic of abortion, theW 

again see Lockeanism as the culprit: it has turned abortion 

into an "absolute right.” In place of this kind of extreme in­

dividualism they suggest we consider the practices of twen­

ty other Western democracies.

There is respect for the value of a woman's being able to 
choose parenthood rather than having it forced upon her. 
but society also has an interest in a woman's abortion de­
cision. It is often required that she participate in coun­
selling: she is encouraged to consider the significance of 
her decision, and she must offer substantial reasons why 
the potential life of the fetus must be sacrificed and why 
bearing a child would do her real harm.

i Despite its use of the strange term '‘potential life” (a usage fa­

vored by Justice Blackmun) for a living fetus. Bellah's for- 

| mulation expresses coherently what modem liberalism points 
/ toward but usually resists at the last minute: a responsible 

i communitarian position on abortion. It is not the same as my 
V campaign statement, but it is within debating distance, and 

I setting the two statements side by side might bring together 

in civil debate reasonable people from both sides.

Of course, neither position would pass muster with nar- 
al. now. the aCLU. and other pro-choice absolutists. Bur at

I
I
I 

I

I

some point, I think, sooner rather than later, the grip of these 

lobbies will have to loosen. One lesson of last year’s con­

gressional elections is that the Democratic Party will suffer 

at the polls if it is perceived by the public as the voice of en­

trenched minority factions. For better or worse, the Republi­

cans articulated a philosophy in 1994. while the Democrats, 

by and large, believed that all they had to do was appeal to 

“their” people. The party needs to rediscover the idea of a 

common good, and the abortion issue may be as suitable a 
place as any to Starr. But the Democrats will first have to 

break free of the abortion lobbies. That will be a formidable 

challenge, though nor an impossible one. As the political sci­

entist Jeffrey Berry has observed, one of the most startling 

features of modem American politics is how quickly politi­

cal alliances can shift. National politics. Berry writes, no 

longer works by means of “subgovemments”—cozy two- 

way relationships between particular lobbyists and politi­

cians. Today .we live in a world of “issue networks.” in 

//which many lobbies vie for attention. Something like this<I 
'believe, is starting rn happ?* women's issues. One of the 

fast-growing feminist groups in the country right now is 
Feminists for Life (FFL). which has offices nationwide and 

has recently moved its headquarters to Washington. D.C. 

Founded in the 1970s by former now members who had 

been expelled for their pro-life views. EFL supports almost 

the entire agenda of feminism—except “abortion rights.” 
Citing the pro-life stands of the founders of American femi­

nism. including Susan B. Anthony and Elizabeth Cady Stan- 
a ton, they view themselves as reclaiming authentic feminism, 

i Gay-rights groups, usually allied with the abortion lobbies. 

Vi now include plaCaL. the Pro-Life Alliance of Gays and Les- 
lAbians. In issue networks. Jeffrey Betty observes, alliances 
\’can be composed “of both old friends and strange bedfel- 

J lows”; there are “no permanent allies and no permanent en­
emies.” The new pragmatic alliances of gays and straights, 
religious believers and secularists, feminists and traditional­
ists. may soon be demanding scats at the Democratic table. It 
would not be surprising if they were welcomed as liberators 

by many Democrats who have been forced to endorse a Me 

Decade ideology at odds with the spirit of their party. •
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caused discomfort, but what must have touched a raw nervt 

was his description of abortion itself. After sympathizint 

with the emotions of rank-and-file members of the pro-life 

movement—with their "genuine, impressive, unforced re 

vulsion at the idea of a disposable fetus"—Hitchens added.

•I

r
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But anyone who has ever seen a sonogram or has spent 
even an hour with a textbook on embryology knows that 
emotions are not the deciding factor. In order to terminate 

i z. i pregnancy. vou-baxc_tQ still a heartbeat, switchoff n de- 
yG yeloping brain and, whatever the method, break some 

bones and rupture some organs.

Here. then, is the center of it all. If abortion had nothing tc 

do with the stilling of heartbeats and brains, there would bi 

no abortion controversy,
Suppose, now. I were to define the controversy in thi; 

manner: It is a right between those who are horrified by th< 

above-mentioned acts, considering them immoral, and thost 

who are not horrified and do not consider them immorai 

■‘Unfair." most pro-choicers would say. "We are also hom 
fied. Have we not said that we abhor abortion? Have we no 

called it wrong? Have we not said it should be rare?” Al 

right, then, let the debate begin: How rare should it be ? Hov 
can we make it rare? In what ways, if any, can public insti 

tutions be used to discourage abortion? If abortion mean, 
stilled hearts and ruptured organs, how much of that can w< 

decently permit?
In this debate I have made my own position clear. It is ; 

pro-life position (though it may not please ail pro-lifers), ant 

its model is Lincoln's position on slavery from 1854 unti 
well into the Civil War: tolerate, restrict, discourage. Likt 

Lincoln’s, its touchstone is the common good of the nation 

not the sovereign self. Like Lincoln’s position, it accepts th< 

legality but not the moral legitimacy of the institudon that i 
seeks to contain. It invites argument and negotiation: it is 

gambir, not a gauntlet.
The one thing certain right now is that the abonion con 

troversy is not going to wither away, because the anguis: 

that fuels it keeps regenerating. Some Americans may sue 
ceed in desensitizing themselves to what is going on. a 
many did with slavery, but most Americans feel decided! 

uncomfortable about the stilled heartbeats and brains of I.: 
million human fetuses every year. The discomfort will driv 

some portion of chat majority to organize and protest Som 
will grow old or weary, and win falter, but others will tak 

their place. ([ have seen it already: there are more and mor 

young faces in the annual “march for life.") Pro-life protest 
will continue, in season and out of season, with political sup 
port or without it. Abortion, a tragedy in everyone’s estimu 

tion. will continue to darken our prospect until we find prac 
ticable ways of dealing with it in order to make it rare. Bl 

before we can even hope to do that, we have to start taikin 

with one another honestly, in honest language.

11h
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those days they put them in the service of broader humani- H "possessive individualism” of pro-choicers undoubted!) 

tarian goals. •'Republicans.'’ Lincoln said, “are for both the I

num and the dollar, but in cases of conflict, the man before /

the dollar." This was true for a long time in the Republican
Party. Theodore Roosevelt’s notion of “stewardship” had 1

traces of the Lincolnian synthesis of humanitarianism and
institutional responsibility: early in this century many of the

Progressives came from Republican backgrounds. Even in

the 1950s Eisenhower’s brand of "modem Republicanism"

faintly echoed the old tradition of active government and

moral leadership. Someday, I think, it will be rediscovered. <

It is a noble, tradition.
Righ^now. though, it is out of season. The Republicans

arexan a laissez-faire roll. The strategy of their leaders is to

marginalize right-to-lifers, get their plank out of the plat­

form. and avoid any more messy debates over social issues.
They see a golden opportunity to win more recruits by ap­

pealing to yuppies and other libertarians who hate taxes and

welfare but like "abortion rights." What can be said to these
shrewd Republican leaders.’ In shrewdness and wiliness it

would be hard to match Abraham Lincoln. Let us. then, lis­

ten to Lincoln as he warned against weakening his party’s

anti-slavery plank in order to win the votes of “moderates.”
"In my judgement." he wrote to an Illinois Republican offi­

cial in 1859, "such a step would be a serious mistake—

would open a gap through which more would pass our than

pass in." And so today. Many Reagan Democrats came to
the Republicans in the 1980s because their own party desert­

ed them on social issues. If the Republicans do the same,
many will either drift back to the Democratic Party (many of

these, remember, are former New Deal Democrats, rather

liberal on economic issues) or join a third party or simply

drop out (many evangelicals were apolitical before Reagan

came along). For every pro-choice yuppie voter the Republi­

cans won. they might lose two from the "religious right."

In truth, however, no one can be sure about the gains and

losses resulting from one position or another on abortion.
and such considerations are beside my main point, which is

this: It is time at last in Ameriira fnr throxhoninn jajue to be

addressed with candor and clarity bv politicians of both ma-
_jor parties. There needs to be engagement on the topic. Right

now. as the philosopher Alasdair MacIntyre puts it. the ar­
guments pro and con on this issue are "incommensurable"

—they sail pas: each other: the two sides are talking about

different things. Part of the blame for the mindless ‘emotiv-

ism." as MacIntyre calls it. can be attributed to the more ex­
treme elements in the pro-life movement, who have stifled

reasoned argument with their cries of “Murder!" But much
of it results from the squeamishness of pro-choicers. who

simpiv refuse to face up to what abonion is. Nervousness.
guilt, even anguish, are all hidden behind abstract. Latinate

phrases. Only rarely does reality intrude. That is why

Christopher Hitchens caused such a howl of pain when he

published his Nation article on abortion. His crack about the

I
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by Poet:

'.HE PREb^v HAS SEEN

I say to you -

America’s lawmakers and citizens too - And now, you cry Nay! Nay!

f

“TOGETHER WE STAND - DIVIDED WE FALL.”

“ONE FOR ALL - ALL FOR ONE”

GOD BLESS AMERICA
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This trial - a display of injustice - on parade!!! - A mockery. What a shame! 
America, What a shame!!

It’s no surprise! The prosecutions schemes did not survive - an inevitable 
defeat was with out a doubt their prize.

We’ll put him on display for all the world to see what happens to a black man in 
America who reaches a peak and thinks he’s equal to me!”

Too long has white America buried it’s head in the sand - threw a rock and hid 
it’s hand. We must not, cannot and will not permit the ugly faces of hate, deceit 
and deception to destroy us - for we are a great nation.

No eye witness - No weapon found - No true evidence
A weak case did the prosecution make - A rush to judgement is indeed evident 
it seems.

Let us all come together - Hold the banner high for all the world to see “Our 
Country Tis of Thee - Sweet land of liberty “One Nation under God 
indivisible with liberty and justice for all.” 

Unfortunately, Brother Darden chose to join the prosecution “scheme team” 
Marcia Clark, Garcetti, Fuhrman, and all the rest, whose aim it is to defame, 
destroy, demoralize, criticize and make up lies - “Be sure your sins will find you 
out.” God frowns on distasteful behavior in any form or style.

“Verdict”
“IT DIDN’T FIT - WE MUST ACQUIT.”

THE VERDICT IS IN - THE TRUTH IS OUT - THE JURY - A JOB WELL 
DONE. Holding fast to the rules and regulations, The Bill of Rights - The law 
of the land - weighting all of the evidence relying and ruling only on facts.

Fuhrman and his team hurriedly left the bloody scene on Gretna Green to plant 
the bait on O.J.’s estate. “Let the dead bury the dead,” said Fuhrman to his 
friends. “We must make haste this glove will seal O.J.’s fate. Guilty or not 
we’re gonna make this “Nigger” pay. When we’re done, he will squirm like a 
worm and crawl like a snake. We’ll teach him and teach him good to stay in a 
“Nigger’s” place, marry a woman of his own race. We’ll throw him in jail, 
shrink his image and watch him suffer to no avail.

Gwendolyn Wood-Tisdale 
3201 Park Drive, S.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20020 
(202) 575-0205

The Verdict Is In - The Truth Is Out - The Jury - All Twelve 
“Declares”

“IT DIDN’T FIT - WE MUST ACQUIT”
O.J. Simpson did not commit the crime
O.J. Simpson will not do the time.
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Center for Policy Analysis: “Families with incomes
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$30,200—which seems pretty sensible for a govern­
ment that already owes its creditors $4.9 trillion.

At its core, the EITC is a massive income transfer 
scheme. New IRS figures show that in 1993 the top 5 
percent of American earners paid 47 percent of the 
federal income taxes, up from 37 percent in 1981.6J 
Meanwhile, the bottom 50 percent of earners—thanks in 
large measure to the EITC—paid 5 percent of the taxes.

The EITC, in other words, has created a veritable 
tax holiday for about half the families in America.

Many would say that’s fair. But there’s another 
question raised by the EITC: Does it really encourage 
work? There’s doubt

For 1996, families with two or more children will 
earn credits of 40 percent of their income until they 
reach earnings of $8,910 annually. Then, they max out

-x

Look at the Earned Income Tax Credit (EITC).
Launched by Gerald Ford, lauded by Ronald Reagan,
expanded by George Bush and Bill Clinton, it’s based on percent With this-kind of penetration, the EITC 
welfare principles that even a Republican (or a pro- . . -

not just to the poor but to the middle class. That’s been 
the key to success for Social Security, Medicare, 
student loans and farm subsidies.

The EITC was begun as a modest program to help 
offset the burden of payroll taxes on the poor and, 
through its unique structure, to encourage them to 
work more. But the philosophy soon became: “Hey, if a 
little bit is good, then more is better,” says Bruce 
Bartlett, an economist who served in the Bush Trea­
sury Department.

Today, the EITC is enjoyed by families making as 
much as $26,672 a year, and that doesn’t include 
outside income. Under the tax law that President 
Clinton promoted and signed two years ago, by 2002 
families making $34,612 will qualify for EITC benefits. 
The Senate wants to scale that figure back to

n
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welfare principles that even a Republican (or a pro- follows a welfare tradition invented by Franklin Roose- 
fessed New Democrat) can love. The only problem is velt: To keep a program alive, make sure money flows 
that, like many other good ideas in Washington, it’s
gotten completely out of hand.

Currently, the EITC is the fastest-growing program in
the federal budget It will cost the Treasury $24 billion
this year, up from less than-$2 billion 10 years ago.

In their giant reconciliation bill—the final budget
measure of the year—the Republicans are trying to
restrain this growth. Under the Senate version, EITC
costs will rise to- $32 billion in 2002. In the budget
language of Washington, that’s a cut In any other
language it’s an increase—although not so large as
projected under the current law, which has costs rising 
to $36 billion by 2002.

The EITC is a sort of negative income tax. If you fall
into a certain earnings, bracket, you don’t pay the
government; the government pays you.

The idea of the EITC is to put more money in the
pockets of low-income working families. If you don’t
work, you don’t qualify. Since the benefits are paid in
cash and the rules are simple, the Internal Revenue
Service can administer the EITC easily and cheaply.

Believers in the free market like the notion that the
EITC doesn’t force recipients to use funds for a 
particular purpose like other federal programs (hous­
ing, food stamps). Instead, it gives them money and lets 
them make their own choices.

The EITC is not only the fastest-growing entitle­
ment program, it’s the broadest In 1986 some 7
million families were covered by the EITC, and the
average outlay by the government was $281. This year
18 million families are covered at an average of $1,265.

rt: ul —

at a credit (in nearly all cases, a cash payment) of 
$3,564. So far, so good. Clearly, there’s a big incentive 
to work, since a dollar paid on the job becomes $1.40 in 
the pocket (minus modest payroll taxes).

If you earn between $8,910 and $11,630, you still 
receive the maximurh credit. Then the disincentive 
begins—you start losing 21 cents of credits for every 
additional dollar you earn. When your income reaches 
$28,533, your credits hit zero.

Again, this sounds fair. But the problem is that the 
EITC forces lower-income Americans to face marginal 
tax rates that are higher than those faced by the richest 
Americans.

As Bartlett wrote recently in a brief for the National

James K. Glassman

CA Program Gone Bonkers’
The road to a $5 trillion national debt is paved with In 1986 the maximum credit a taxpayer could receive 

good intentions. was $550; today, it’s $3,111.
In Mississippi, a whopping 39 percent of families 

receive the EITC; in Texas, 26 percent; California, 22

between $11,000 and $26,000 are being taxed at the 
rate of 60 percent on each additional dollar earned.... 
This total tax rate includes federal, state and local 
taxes phis the reduction in the EITC."

And these high marginal taxes definitely discourage 
work. Economist Edgar Browning of Texas A&M 
reported in the National Tax Journal that nearly half of 
all families receiving the EITC had less income than 
they would have had without the tax credit—because 
the credit enticed them to work less. And a University 
of Wisconsin study found that “on balance the EITC 
reduces the total hours worked.”

Is there a solution to the EITC conundrum? One 
answer is to remove the phase-out of benefits:,Simply ! 
give all taxpayers an extra 40 percent credit for the j 
first $10,000 or so of income. But that would be hugely ' 
expensive. Another answer is to kill the EITC entirely. 
But that would be politically impossible.

The third course is to try to restrain a program gone 
bonkers. That’s what the Republicans are doing. At the 
same time, however, they should admit that the EITC 
isn’t quite so glorious as they once thought Maybe 
luring people out of poverty is something that govern­
ment just can’t do.
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this potentially fraudulent situation.

conflict of interest between her Presidential appointment to a board that handles

is working with HUD, State Department and the Department of Justice to make
certain. PPO

II.

Las Colomas.
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something to help the residents of the Las Colonias Housing Project. It is developers 
hke Ms. Kastnn that are profiting from the pain and suffering from the residents of

On Sunday October 8, 1995, 60 Minutes ran a story on the Las Colonias Housing 
Project located in Brownsville, Texas. The story revealed that housing units are being sold 
vAach de not. contain adequate drainage, sewage facilities or a sufficient water supply. Dan 
Morales Attorney Ceneral for the State of Texas and a Presidential Appointee to the Joint 
Public Advisory Committee of the Commission on Environmental Cooperation was

“at in his«•*

BOB J. NASH, Assistant to the President and
Director of Presidential Personnel

DEBORAH KASTRIN, ADVISORY COUNCIL OF THE BORDER 
ENVIRONMENT COOPERATION COMMISSION (PA)

Also interviewed was Deborah Kastrin, a Presidential Appointee to the Border 
Environment Cooperation Commission. Ms. Kastrin is an investor in the Las Colonias 
project. During her interview with Ed Bradley, Ms. Kastrin was questioned directly about the 
conflict of interest between her Presidential appointment to a board that handles 
environmental clean-up on the border and her role as an investor in Las Colonias. In 
response, Ms. Kastrin stated that she believed that this was not a conflict of interest She 
went on to state purchasers are aware of what they are buying. The information we have at 
this point is that there is no legal conflict of interest; however, White House Counsel's Office 

staff will begin a political vetting on Ms. Kastrin's resignation or removal.

RESPONSES TO INQUIRIES ON THE ISSUE

Listed below are potential inquires on the issue from specific individuals and the

October 13, 1995

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRUDENT

media and suggested responses:

Dan Morales, State Attorney General, Texas - "Mr. President we need to be doing
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
COUNCIL OF ECONOMIC ADVISERS

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20500
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exports of foods, feeds, and beverages, capital goods, and 
consumer goods all established new record highs.   y

. $48/7 \ 
billion. There were large increases in exports of capital J 
goods and automotive vehicles, parts, and engines. Monthly

/n
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The merchandise trade deficit with China rose from §3.3 
billion in July to $3.9 billion in August.
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The merchandise trade deficits with Mexico, Japan, and 
Europe improved in July. The deficit with Mexico fell to 
$1.1 billion, its lowest level since January 1995. The 
deficit with Japan fell slightly, the fifth consecutive 
monthly decline. The deficit with Western Europe dropped 
sharply, from $3.1 billion in July to $0.8 billion in 
August.

MARTIN N. BAILY

Goods and Services Exports and Imports in August, 
commerce Department Release, Wednesday, 8:30 a.m.

The deficit on trade in goods and services was $8.8 billion 
in August, much lower than market expectations. The July deficit 
was revised downward to §11.2 billion; with the revised figures, 
the deficit has fallen for 2 months in a row. August exports of 
$65.7 billion are the highest_monthly_exports on record. 

_ ~ ---------—
Exports of goods rose 5 percent in August, reaching $48.7

imports of goods were almost unchanged in August. A decline 
in imports of industrial supplies and materials was offset 
by an increase in imports of automotive vehicles, parts, and 
engines.
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,mail tisteniiig to the verdict s^ua&dav

Everyone agrees that the answer lies in talk and 
more talk, but the conversation has to be candid. If 
the reactions to the OJ. verdict proved anything, it 

I was that the polite niceties shared and the dirty lit- 
I tie secrets kept in recent years do nothing but in­

fect the wounds. In future conversations it might be 
said by whites that some part of them reluctantly 
believes the accusation of genetic intellectual infe­
riority leveled at African Americans. It might be 
said by African Americans that they are as fearful, 
and perhaps as ashamed, of the black underclass as 
whites are. Both might speak of anti-Semitism, the 
white responsibility as well as the black. Some Jews 
might speak of prejudices of their own.__________

Blacks might be reminded that a flawed judi­
cial system will not be corrected by lowering 
penalties for, say, drug crimes-even though there 
is clearly a double standard for sentencing. Whites 
might be reminded that every day mostly black ju­
ries send criminals, black and white, to jail. It 
might be said too by whites that they have been 
speaking in code (their own secret language and 
knowledge) for too long, about everything from 
welfare to real estate. It might be said by blacks that 
rap lyrics that advocate cop killing are abhorrent to 
them or even that they have known a few honor­
able policemen in their lives. Both might tell each 
other that they are tired of posturing about victim­
ization, pro and con, or that they are sick to death 
of talking about race, though they acknowledge its 
usefulness. Those who do not think about race at 
all might explain why.

It might be said that relations are, in fact, more 
comfortable than they have been portrayed; that 
some polls before the Simpson trial showed a con­
siderable lessening of tension and a growing re­
spect among races. It might even be said, or dis­
covered, that deep in their newly pained hearts, 
blacks and whites know that they do not really live 
in different countries after all, that they have to­
gether made the same country, which has always 
been a complex of heaven and hell, as alert to its fail­
ings as it has been intent on repeating them. The 
black American Dream shares much with the white 
American Dream; one could never be realized 
without the other. That might be said. And it might 
be added that a shaky economy frightens every­
body into behaving badly. And that a difference of 
generations may be as significant as a difference of 
color. And that more than a few blacks are ambiva­
lent about affirmative action. And that most people 

think in more subtle and nuanced terms than the heat of any mo­
ment reveals.

By the end of last week, television was beginning to run dry of 
_ experts, and there was less talk of what had happened, not more, 

pne could hear the creak of the hinges again, as the old, heavy 
Boors were starting to close. If that should occur once more, the 
country will wait for the next occasion to demonstrate its division 

iby symbolic action, and the form of the demonstration may be far 
less benign than Tuesday’s.

But perhaps something else will happen this time—a change 
of direction, a pilgrimage together toward another country-un­
dertaken by the great majority of blacks and whites, who, beneath 
the skin, know perfectly well that hatred destroys the one who 
hates, and this is an immutable law. ■
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matically overwhelms” such other considerations, he writes, 
“strikes me as untenable.” Fredrickson would probably agree that 
most middle-class blacks would not understand the Clockers lan- 
guage either------------------------------- ------------------------------- -

The problem America faces, however virulent race hatred re­
mains, is how not to bury it again. A black young woman walks down 
a Lincoln, Nebraska, street, and she believes die whites she passes 
are thinking the worst of her. The white young man who passes her 
befieves she is thinking the worst of him. If they were to tell each 
other what was really on their mind, they might both be surprised, 
or at any rate instructed. Each has the capacity to make another 
country, which was as much Baldwin’s theme as his condemnation 
of the existing one. America is still another country from the one it 
seeks to be, and that ideal always hovers within reach.

*



Rethinking pro-choice rhetoric.

Our bodies, our souls THE PRESET HAS SE7N
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Naomi Wolf is the author of Fire with Fire: The New 
Female Power and How It Will Change the 21st Century 
(Ballantine).

share a cheapened view of human life.
In the following pages, I will argue for a radical shift 

in the pro-choice movement’s rhetoric and conscious­
ness about abortion: I will maintain that we need to con­
textualize the fight to defend abortion rights within a 
moral framework that admits that the death of a fetus is 
a real death; that there are degrees of culpabilityjudg­
ment and responsibility involved in the decision to abort 
a pregnancy; that the best understanding of feminism 
involves holding women as well as men to the responsi­
bilities that are inseparable from their rights; and that 
we need to be strong enough to acknowledge that this 
country’s high rate of abortion—which ends more than 
a quarter of all pregnancies—can only be rightly under­
stood as what Dr. Henry Foster was brave enough to call 
it: “a failure.”

Any doubt that our current pro-choice rhetoric leads 
to disaster should be dispelled by the famous recent 
defection of the woman who had been Jane Roe. What 
happened to Norma McCorvey? To judge by her charac­
terization in the elite media and by some prominent pro­
choice feminists, nothing very important. Her change of 
heart about abortion was relendessly “explained away” as 
having everything to do with the girlish motivations of 
insecurity, fickleness and the need for attention, and lit­
tle to do with any actual moral agency.

This dismissive (and, not incidentally, sexist and clas- 
sist) interpretation was so highly colored by subjective 
impressions offered up by the very institutions that 
define objectivity that it bore all the hallmarks of an 
exculpatory cultural myth: poor Norma—she just 
needed stroking. She was never very stable, the old 
dear—first she was a chess-piece for the pro-choice 
movement (“just some anonymous person who suddenly 
emerges,” in the words of one NOW member) and then 
a codependent of the Bible-thumpers. Low self-esteem, a 
history of substance abuse, ignorance—these and other 
personal weaknesses explained her turnaround.

To me, the first commandment of real feminism is: 
when in doubt, listen to women. What if we were to 
truly, respectfully listen to this woman who began her 
political life as, in her words, just “some little old Texas 
girl who got in trouble”? We would have to hear this: 
perhaps Norma McCorvey actually had a revelation that 
she could no longer live as the symbol of a belief sys- 

r3 ~

I had an abortion when I was a single mother and my daughter 
was 2 years old. I would do it again. But you know how in the 
Greek myths when you kill a relative you are pursued by furies? 
For months, it was as if baby furies were pursuing me.

These are not the words of a benighted, superstition- 
ridden teenager lost in America’s cultural backwaters. 
They are the words of a Cornell-educated, urban- 
dwelling, Democratic-voting 40-year-old cardiologist— 
I’ll call her Clare. Clare is exactly the kind of person for 
whom being pro-choice is an unshakeable conviction. If 
there were a core constituent of the movement to secure 
abortion rights, Clare would be it. And yet: her words 
are exactly the words to which the pro-choice movement 
is not listening.

At its best, feminism defends its moral high ground by 
being simply faithful to the truth: to women’s real-life 
experiences. But, to its own ethical and political detri­
ment, the pro-choice movement has relinquished the 
moral frame around the issue of abortion. It has ceded 
the language of right and wrong to abortion foes. The 
movement’s abandonment of what Americans have 
always, and rightly, demanded of their movements—an 
ethical core—and its reliance instead on a political 
rhetoric in which the fetus means nothing are proving 
fatal.

The effects of this abandonment can be measured in 
two ways. First of all, such a position causes us to lose 
political ground. By refusing to look at abortion within a 
moral framework, we lose the millions of Amerjpans who 

_want to_suaDQii^hQitum-as^j££aljiglkbutstill need to 
condemn it as a moral iniquity. Their ethical allegiances 
are then addressed by the pro-life movement, which is 
willing to speak about good and evil.

But we are also in danger of losing something more 
important than votes; we stand in jeopardy of losing 
what can only be called our souls, Clinging to a 
rhetoric about abortion in which there is no life and no 
death, we entangle our beliefs in a series of self- 
delusions, fibs and evasions. And we risk becoming pre­
cisely what our critics charge us with being: callous, self­
ish and casually destructive men and women who
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ecause of the implications of a Constitution that 
defines rights according to the legal idea of “a 
person,” the abortion debate has tended to 
focus on the question of “personhood” of the 

fetus. Many pro-choice advocates developed a language 
to assert that the fetus isn’t a person, and this, over the 
years, has developed into a lexicon of dehumanization. 
Laura Kaplan’s The Story of Jane, an important forthcom­
ing account of a pre-Roe underground abortion service, 
inadvertently sheds light on the origins of some of this 
rhetoric: service staffers referred to the fetus—well into 
the fourth month—as “material” (as in “the amount of 
material that had to be removed... ”). The activists felt 
exhilaration at learning to perform abortions them­
selves instead of relying on male doctors: “When [a 
staffer] removed the speculum and said, ‘There, all 
done,’ the room exploded in excitement.” In an era 
when women were dying of illegal abortions, this was the 
understandable exhilaration of an underground resis­
tance movement.

Unfortunately, though, this cool and congratula­
tory rhetoric lingers into a very different present. In 
one woman’s account of her chemical abortion, in the 
January/February 1994 issue of Mother Jones, for exam­
ple, the doctor says, “By Sunday you won’t see on the 
monitor what we call the heartbeat" (my italics). The 
author of the article, D. Redman, explains that one of 
the drugs the doctor administered would “end the 
growth of the fetal tissue.” And we all remember Dr. 
Joycelyn Elders’s remark, hailed by some as refreshingly 
frank and pro-woman, but which I found remarkably

her own failure to use a condom, Redman remarks that 
her friend Judith, who has been trying to find a child to 
adopt, begs her to carry the pregnancy to term. Judith 
offers Redman almost every condition a birth-mother 
could want: “‘Let me have the baby,’” she quotes her 
friend pleading. “ ‘You could visit her anytime, and if 
you ever wanted her back, I promise I would let her 
go.’ ” Redman does not mention considering this possi­
bility. Thinking, rather, about the difficulty of keeping 
the child—“My time consumed by the tedious, daily 
activities that I’ve always done my best to avoid. Three 
meals a day. Unwashed laundry... ”—she schedules her 
chemical abortion.

The procedure is experimental, and the author feels 
“almost heroic,” thinking of how she is blazing a trail for 
other women. After the abortion process is underway, 
the story reaches its perverse epiphany: Redman is on a 
Women’s Day march when the blood from the abortion 
first appears. She exults at this: “ ‘Our bodies, our lives, 
our right to decide.’ ... My life feels luxuriant with pos­
sibility. For one precious moment, I believe that we have 
the power to dismantle this system. I finish the march.

tern she increasingly repudiated.
Norma McCorvey should be seen as an object lesson 

for the pro-choice movement—a call to us to search our 
souls and take another, humbler look at how we go about 
what we are doing. For McCorvey is in fact an American 
Everywoman: she is the lost middle of the abortion 
debate, the woman whose allegiance we forfeit by our 
refusal to use a darker and sterner and more honest 
moral rhetoric.

McCorvey is more astute than her critics; she seems to 
understand better than the pro-choice activists she 
worked with just what the woman-in-the-middle believes: 
“I believe in the woman’s right to choose. I’m like a lot 
of people. I’m in the mushy middle,” she said. McCor­
vey still supports abortion rights through the first 
trimester—but is horrified by the brutality of abortion as 
it manifests more obviously further into a pregnancy. 
She does not respect the black-and-white ideology 
on either side and insists on referring instead, as I 
understand her explanation, to her conscience. What 
McCorvey and other Americans want and deserve is an 
abortion-rights movement willing publicly to mourn the 
evil—necessary evil though it may be—that is abortion. 
We must have a movement that acts with moral account- 

/'vVith the pro-choice rhetoric we use now, we incur 
three destructive consequences—two ethical, one strate- 

^gic: hardness of heart, lying and political failure.

brutal: that “We really need to get over this love affair 
with the fetus....”

How did we arrive at this point? In the early 1970s, 
Second Wave feminism adopted this rhetoric in re­
sponse to the reigning ideology in which motherhood 
was invoked as an excuse to deny women legal and social 
equality. In a climate in which women risked being 
defined as mere vessels while their fetuses were given 
“personhood” at their expense, it made sense that 
women’s advocates would fight back by depersonalizing 
the fetus.
z^The feminist complaint about the pro-life move- 

r ment’s dehumanization of the pregnant woman in rela­
tion to the humanized fetus is familiar and often quite 
valid: pro-choice commentators note that the pro-life 
film The Silent Scream portrayed the woman as “a vessel”; 
Ellen Frankfort’s Vaginal Politics, the influential feminist 
text, complained that the fetus is treated like an astro- 

I naut in a spaceship.

ut, say what you will, pregnancyuconfounds West­
ern philosophy’s idea a£ the autonomous self: 
the pregnant woman is in fact both a person in 
Iter boaV UTld a vessel. Rather than seeing 60th

beings as alive and interdependent—seeing life within 
life—and acknowledging that sometimes, nonetheless, 
the woman must choose her life over the fetus’s, Second 
Wave feminists reacted to the dehumanization of 

dehumanizing the creatures within them. In 
__: to wrest what Simone de Beauvoir 

called transcendence out of biological immanence, 
some feminists developed a rhetoric that defined the 
unwanted fetus as at best valueless; at worst an adversary, 
a “mass of dependent protoplasm.”

Yet that has left us with a bitter legacy. For when we 
defend abortion rights by emptying the act of moral 
gia: ’
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moving color. Even while Elders spoke of our need to 
“get over” our love affair with the unwelcome fetus, an 
entire growth industry—Mozart for your belly; framed 
sonogram photos; home fetal-heartbeat stethoscopes—is 
devoted to sparking fetal love affairs in other circum­
stances, and aimed especially at the hearts of over­
scheduled yuppies. If we avidly cultivate love for the 
ones we bring to term, and “get over” our love for the 
ones we don’t, do we not risk developing a hydroponic 
view of babies—and turn them into a product we can 
cull for our convenience?

Any happy couple with a wanted pregnancy and a 
copy of What to Expect When You ’re Expecting can see the 
cute, detailed drawings of the fetus whom the book’s 
owner presumably is not going to abort, and can read 
the excited descriptions of what that fetus can do and 
feel, month by month. Anyone who has had a sonogram 
during pregnancy knows perfectly well that the 4-month- 
old fetus responds to outside stimulus—“Let’s get him to

continued on page 32

frank, that the gruesomeness of the imagery belongs to 
the pro-lifers; that it emerges from the dark, frightening 
minds of fanatics; that it represents the violence of imag­
inations that would, given half a chance, turn our world 
into a scary, repressive place. “People like us” see such 
material as the pornography of the pro-life movement.

But feminism at its best is based on what is simply 
true. While pro-lifers have not been beyond dishonesty, 
distortion and the doctoring of images (preferring, for 
example, to highlight the results of very late, very rare 
abortions), many of those photographs are in fact pho­
tographs of actual D & Cs; those footprints are in fact 
the footprints of a 10-week-old fetus; the pro-life slogan, 
“Abortion stops a beating heart,” is incontrovertibly 
true. While images of violent fetal death work magnifi­
cently for pro-lifers as political polemic, the pictures are 
not polemical in themselves: they are biological facts. 

We know this.
Since abortion be­

came legal nearly a 
quarter-century ago, 
the fields of embryol­
ogy and perinatology 
have been revolution­
ized—but the pro­
choice view of the 
contested fetus has 
remained static. This 
has led to a bizarre 
bifurcation in the way 
we who are pro-choice 

‘ tend to think about 
wanted as opposed to 
unwanted fetuses; the 
unwanted ones are 
still seen in schematic 
black-and-white draw­
ings while the wanted 
ones have metamor­
phosed into vivid and

&A*Y 1

v

borne along by the women....” As for the pleading 
Judith, with everything she was ready to offer a child, 
and the phantom baby? They are both off-stage, silent in 
this chilling drama of “feminist” triumphalism.

And why should we expect otherwise? In this essay, 
the fetus (as the author writes, “the now-inert material 
from my womb”) is little more than a form of speech: a 
vehicle to assert the author’s identity and autonomy. 

The pro-life warning about the potential of wide­
spread abortion to degrade reverence for life does have a 
nugget of truth: a free-market rhetoric about abortion 
can, indeed, contribute to the eerie situation we are now 
facing, wherein j_he culture seems increasingly to see 
,babies Q2t as creatures to whom parents Hevote their 
livgs but as accoutrements to enhance parental quality 

SafJjfe. Day by day, babies seem to have less value in thein- 
selves, in a matrix of the sacred, than they do as products 
with a value dictated _____ _______________________
by a market economy.

Stones sui lace reoti- I
i.irlv about 'worthless’' 
babies left naked on 
gratings or casually 
dropped out ol win­
dows. while •‘valuable.” 
genetically correct 
babies are created at 
vast expense and with
intricate medical assis­
tance for infertile
couples. If we fail to
treat abortion with
grief and reverence,
we risk forgetting
that, when it comes to
the children we
choose to bear, we are

l here to serve them— 
\ whomever they are;

they are not here to
serve us.

Too often our rhetoric leads us to tell untruths. What 
Norma McCorvey wants, it seems, is for abortion-rights 
advocates to face, really face, what we are doing: “Have 
you ever seen a second-trimester abortion?” she asks. “It’s 
a baby. It s got a face and a body, and they put him in a 
freezer and a little container.”

Well, so it does; and so they do.
The pro-choice movement often treats with contempt 

the pro-lifers’ practice of holding up to our faces their 
disturbing graphics. We revile their placards showing an 
enlarged scene of the aftermath of a D & C abortion; we 
are disgusted by their lapel pins with the little feet, 
crafted in gold, of a 10-week-old fetus; we mock the sen­
sationalism of The Silent Scream. We look with pity and 
horror at someone who would brandish a fetus in 
formaldehyde—and we are quick to say that they are 
lying: “Those are stillbirths, anyway,” we tell ourselves. 

To many pro-choice advocates, the imagery is revolt­
ing propaganda. There is a sense among us, let us be
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Jthey can and then erase the consec

lj she already has too many mouths to feed. Femi 
'tights include feminist responsibilities; the right
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obtain an abortion brings with it the responsibilit? 
contracept. Fifty-seven percent of unintended pregr 
cies come about because the parents used no contrai 
tion at all. Those millions certainly include women 
men too poor to buy contraception, girls and boys 
young and ill-informed to know where to get it, 
countless instances of marital rape, coerced sex, in 
and couplings in which the man refused to let 
woman use protection.

But they also include millions of college students, 
fessional men and women, and middle- and up 
middle-class people (11 percent of abortions 
obtained by people in households with income: 
higher than $50,000)—who have no excuse whatso 
for their carelessness. ‘There is only one reason I’ve 
heard for having an abortion: the desire to be a g 
mother”—this is a falsehood that condescend; 
women struggling to be true agents of their own s< 
even as it dishonors through hypocrisy the terminal 
that are the writer’s subject.

ther lies are not lies to others, but to ourselves. 
An abortion-clinic doctor, Elizabeth Karlin, who 
wrote a recent “Hers” column in The New York
Times, declared that ‘There is only one reason 

I’ve ever heard for having an abortion: the desire to be a 
good mother.”

While that may well be true for many poor and 
working-class women—and indeed research shows that 
poor women are three times more likely to have abor­
tions than are better-off women—the elite, who are the 
most vociferous in their morally unambiguous pro­
choice language, should know perfecdy well how untrue 
that statement often is in their own lives. All abortions 
occupy a spectrum, from full lack of alternatives to full 
moral accountability. Karlin and many other pro-choice 
activists try to situate all women equally at the extreme 
endpoint of that spectrum, and it just isn’t so. Many 
women, including middle-class women, do have, abor­
tions because, as one such woman put it, They have a 
notion of what a good mother is and don’t feel they can 
be that kind of mother at this phase of their lives.” In 
many cases, that is still a morally defensible place on the 
spectrum; but it is not the place of absolute absolution 
that Dr. Karlin claims it to be. It is, rather, a place of 
moral struggle, of self-interest mixed with selflessness, of 
wished-for good intermingled with necessary evil.

Other abortions occupy places on the spectrum that 
are far more culpable. Of the abortions I know of, these 
were some of the reasons: to find out if the woman 
could get pregnant; to force a boy or man to take a rela­
tionship more seriously; and, again and again, to enact a 
rite of passage for affluent teenage girls. In my high 
school, the abortion drama was used to test a boyfriend’s 
character. Seeing if he would accompany the girl to the

fl

ot to judge other men and women witl 
judging myself, I know this assertion to be 
from my own experience. Once, I made 
choice to take a morning-after pill. The he 

pregnant doctor looked at me, as she dispensed it, a 
were the scum of the earth.

If what was going on in my mind had been m 
about the well-being of the possible baby, that pill w 
never have been swallowed. For that potential I 
brought to term, would have had two sets of 1c 
middle-income grandparents, an adult mother wit 
education and even, as I discovered later, the begin 
of diaper money for its first two years of life (the gr 
ate fellowship I was on forbade marriage but, froze 
time before women were its beneficiaries, said not 
about unwed motherhood). Because ofithe baby’s 
color, even if I chose not to rear the child, a rosti 
eager adoptive parents awaited him or her. If I had 1 
thinking only or even primarily about the baby’s 1 
would have had to decide to bring the pregnancy, 
there been one, to term.

No: there were two columns in my mind—“Me" 
“Baby”—and the first won out. And what was in it lo 
something like this: unwelcome intensity in the rela 
ship with the father; desire to continue to “develof 
person” before “real” parenthood; wish to encountf 
eventual life partner without the off-putting en 
brance of a child; resistance to curtailing the natu

■

look this way,” the technician will say, poking gently at 
the belly of a delighted mother-to-be. The Well Baby Book, 
the kind of whole-grain, holistic guide to pregnancy and 
childbirth that would find its audience among the very 
demographic that is most solidly pro-choice reminds us 
that: “Increasing knowledge is increasing the awe and 
respect we have for the unborn baby and is causing us to 
regard the unborn baby as a real person long before 
birth....”

So, what will it be: Wanted fetuses are charming, com­
plex, REM-dreaming little beings whose profile on the 
sonogram looks just like Daddy, but unwanted ones are 
mere “uterine material”? How can we charge that it is 
vile and repulsive for pro-lifers to brandish vile and 
repulsive images if the images are real? To insist that the 
truth is in poor taste is the very height of hypocrisy. 
Besides, if these images are often the facts of the matter, 
and if we then claim that it is offensive for pro-choice 
women to be confronted by them, then we are making 
the judgment that women are too inherently weak to 
face a truth about which they have to make a grave deci­
sion. This view of women is unworthy of feminism. Free 
women must be strong women, too; and strong women, 
presumably, do not seek to cloak their most important 
decisions in euphemism.

operation or, better yet, come up with the money for 
abortion could almost have been the 1970s Bay ? 
equivalent of the ’50s fraternity pin.

i conceive beet 
erase the consequences—and 

affluent men and women who choose abortion beet 
they were careless or in a hurry or didn’t like the fee 
latex—are not the moral equivalent of the impoverf 
mother who responsibly, even selflessly, acknowlet 



Hpoment, feminism came to one of its logical if less-than- 

|[.inspiring moments of fruition: 1 chose to sidestep biol-
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Stepping aside in this way is analogous to draft eva- 

; there are good and altruistic reasons to evade the 
t, and then there are self-preserving reasons. In that

’T" ▼ sing amoral rhetoric, we weaken ourselves 
politically because we lose the center. To draw 

J an inexact parallel, many people support the 

choice to limit the medical prolongation of 
life. But, if a movement arose that spoke of our “getting 
over our love affair” with the terminally ill, those same 
people would recoil into a vociferous intervention­
ist position as a way to assert their moral values. We 
would be impoverished by a rhetoric about the end of 
life that speaks of the ill and the dying as if they were 
meaningless and of doing away with them as if it were 
a bracing demonstration of our personal indepen­
dence.

Similarly, many people support necessary acts of war­
fare (Catholics for a Free Choice makes the analogy 
between abortion rights and such warfare). There are 
legal mechanisms that allow us to bring into the world 
the evil of war. But imagine how quickly public opinion 
would turn against a president who waged war whilbz 
asserting that our sons and daughters were nothing bu^V 

cannon fodder. Grief and respect are the proper tones 1 
for all discussions about choosing to endanger orD 

destroy a manifestation of life. T
War is legal; it is sometimes even necessary. Letting \ 

the dying die in peace is often legal and sometimes even I 
necessary. Abortion should be legal; it is sometimes even 
necessary. Sometimes the mother must be able to decide 
that the fetus, in its full humanity, must die. But it is 
never right or necessary to minimize the value of the 
lives involved or the sacrifice incurred in letting them 
go. Only if we uphold abortion rights within a matrix of 
individual conscience, atonement and responsibility can 
we both correct the logical and ethical absurdity in our 
position—and consolidate the support of the center.

Many others, of course, have wrestled with this issue: 
Camille Paglia, who has criticized the “convoluted casu­
istry” of some pro-choice language; Roger Rosenblatt, 
who has urged us to permit but discourage abortion; 
Laurence Tribe, who has noted that we place the fetus 
in shadow in order to advance the pro-choice argument. 
But we have yet to make room for this conversation at 
the table of mainstream feminism.

And we can’t wait much longer. Historical changes— ’ 
from the imminent availability of cheap chemical aborti- 
facients to the ascendancy of the religious right to 
Norma McCorvey’s defection—make the need for a new 
abortion-rights language all the more pressing.

In a time of retrenchment, how can I be so sure that a 
more honest and moral rhetoric about abortion will con­
solidate rather than scuttle abortion rights? Look at what 
Americans themselves say. When a recent Newsweek poll 
asked about support for abortion using the rare phrasing, 
“Ifs a matter between a woman_her doctor, her familv 
her conscience and her God," a remarkable 'd percenFof 
£he respondents called that formulation “aboutTight.” 
This represents a gain of thirty points over the aboruon- 
rights support registered in the latest Gallup poll, which 
asked about abortion without using the words “God” or 
“conscience.” When participants in the Gallup poll were 
asked if they supported abortion “under any circum­
stances” only 32 percent agreed; only 9 percent more sup­
ported it under “most” circumstances. Clearly, abortion 
rights are safest when we are willing to submit them to a 
morality beyond just our bodies and our selves.

Mgy; I acted—and was free to act—as if I were in control 
of my destiny, the way men more often than women 

: let themselves act. I chose myself on my own terms 
:r a possible someone else, for self-absorbed reasons. 

Hit “to be a better mother”? "'Dulce et decorum est... ”? 

•nsense.
Now, freedom means that women must be free to 

I| choose self or to choose selfishly. Certainly for a woman 
] with fewer economic and social choices than I had—for 

M instance, a woman struggling to finish her higher educa- 
F tion, without which she would have little hope of a life 
K worthy of her talents—there can indeed be an obligation 

to choose self. And the defense of some level of abortion 
f 1 rights as fundamental to women’s integrity and equality 
: I has been made fully by others, including, quite effec- 
f lively, Ruth Bader Ginsberg. There is no easy way to deny 
I the powerful argument that a woman’s equality in society 
1must give her some irreducible rights unique to her biol- 
J ogy, including the right to take the life within her life.

A ; But we don’t have to lie to ourselves about what we are 
doing at such a moment. Let us at least look with clarity 

t at what that means and not whitewash self-interest with 
the language of self-sacrifice. The landscape of many 
such decisions looks more like Marin County than Ver­
dun. Let us certainly not be fools enough to present such 
spiritually limited moments to the world with a flourish 
of pride, pretending that we are somehow pioneers and 
heroines and even martyrs to have snatched the self, with 
its aims and pleasures, from the pressure of biology. 

That decision was not my finest moment. The least I 
| can do, in honor of the being that might have been, is 
I simply to know that.

ut how, one might ask, can I square a recogrm 
tion of the humanity of the fetus, and the moral 
gravity of destroying it, with a pro-choice posi­
tion? The answer can only be found in the con­

text of a paradigm abandoned by the left and misused 
by the right: the paradigm of sin and redemption.

It was when I was four months pregnant, sick as a dog, 
and in the middle of an argument, that I realized I

I’faBpV'k-; _____ _____________________ ______ _________

time remaining to me in Europe. Essentially, this col- 
frirnn came down to: I am not done being responsive 

£m|y to myself yet.

KAieven the possibility that the cosmos was calling my 
Hyne, I cowered and stepped aside. I was not so unlike 

r those young louts who father children and run from the 
■fpecter of responsibility. Except that my refusal to be 
e involved with this potential creature was as definitive as a 
■ refusal can be.

I?■* s
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decisions” and “choice.” Had I not been so nauseated and we can find ground to stand upon.
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“myconscience”—terms that imply moral accountabil-
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ground on which to say that abortion is a necessary 
that should be faced and opposed in the realm of < 
science and action and even soul; yet remain legal.

But American society is struggling to find its 
forward to a discourse of right and wrong that b 
together a common ethic for the secular and the 
gious. When we do that, we create a moral disco 
that can exist in its own right independent of legislat

• Norma McCorvey explained what happened to ht 
terms of good and evil: she woke in the middle of 
night and felt a presence pushing violently down on 
“I denounce you, Satan,” she announced. This wa 
talking about evil is one of the chief class division 
America: working-class people talk about Satan, 
those whom Paul Fussell calls “the X group”—those' 
run the country—talk instead about neurotic guilt. XX 
the elite scoff at research that shows that most Amerit 
maintain a belief in the embodiment of evil— 
devil”—they miss something profound about the hui 
need to make moral order out of chaos. After all, the < 
real difference between the experience describee 
Clare, the Cornell-educated pro-choicer, and McCor 
the uneducated ex-alcoholic, is>a classical allusion.

could no longer tolerate the fetus-is-nothing paradigm 
of the pro-choice movement. I was being interrogated 
by a conservative, and the subject of abortion rights 
came up. “You’re four months pregnant,” he said. “Are 
you going to tell me that’s not a baby you’re carrying?” 

The accepted pro-choice response at such a moment 
in the conversation is to evade: to move as swifdy as pos­
sible to a discussion of “privacy” and “difficult personal 

——— — —— —
and so cranky and so weighed down with the physical 

^gravity of what was going on inside me, I might not have 
' told what is the truth for me. “Of course it’s a baby,” I 
snapped. And went rashly on: “And if I found myself in 
circumstances in which I had to make the terrible deci­
sion to end this life, then that would be between myself 

and God.”
Stardingly to me, two things happened: the conserva­

tive was quiet; I had said something that actually made 
sense to him. And I felt the great relief that is the grace 

Jpf long-delayed honesty.
Now, the G-word is certainly a problematic element to 

introduce into the debate. And yet “God” or “soul or, 
if you are secular and prefer it, “conscience”—is pre­
cisely what is missing from pro-choice discourse. There 
is a crucial difference between “myself and my God” or 
“mvconscience”—terms that imply moral accountabil­
ity__and “myself and my doctor,” the phrasing that Jus-
tice Harry Blackmun’s wording in fiog (“inherently, and 
primarily, a medical decision”) has tended to promote 
in the pro-choice movement. And that’s not even to 
mention “between myself and myself’ (Elders: “It’s not 
anybody’s business if I went for an abortion ), which 
implies just the relativistic relationship to abortion that 

our critics accuse us of sustaining.

he language we use to make our case limits the 
way we let ourselves think about abortion. As a 
result of the precedents in Roe (including Gris- 

__ wold v. Connecticut and Eisenstadt v. Baird), which 
based a woman’s right to an abortion on the Ninth and 
Fourteenth Amendments’ implied right to personal pri­
vacy, other unhelpful terms are also current in our dis­
course. Pro-choice advocates tend to cast an abortion as 
“an intensely personal decision.” To which we can say, 
No: one’s choice of carpeting is an intensely personal 
decision. One’s struggles with a life-and-death issue must 
be understood as a matter of personal conscience. 
There is a world of difference between the two, and it’s 

Lthe difference a moral frame makes.
Stephen L. Carter has pointed out that spiritual dis­

cussion has been robbed of a place in American public 
life. As a consequence we tend—often disastrously—to 
use legislation to work out right and wrong. That puts 
many in the position of having to advocate against abor­
tion rights in order to proclaim their conviction that our 
high rate of avoidable abortion (one of the highest in 
developed countries, five times that of the Netherlands, 
for example) is a social evil; and, conversely, many must 
pretend that abortion is not a transgression of any kind 
if we wish to champion abortion rights. We have no

here is a hunger for a moral framework tha 
pro-choicers must reckon with. In the Kz 
“Hers” column, the author announced proi 
that pregnant women are asked by the c< 

selor in the office, “So, how long have you been
choice?” Dr. Karlin writes that “Laughter and the ans 
‘About ten minutes,’ is the healthiest response. T 
don’t believe in abortion,’ some women say, una’ 
that refusal to take responsibility for the decision m 
that I won’t do the procedure.”

How is this “feminist” ideological coercion any di 
ent from the worst of pro-life shaming and coerc 
The women who come to a clinic that is truly femin 
that respects women—are entided not only to 
abortions but also to their sense of sin.

To use the term “sin” in this context does not n 
sarily mean, as Dr. Karlin believes, that a woman tl 
she must go to hell because she is having an abortit 
may mean that she thinks she must face the realiz: 
that she has fallen short of who she should be; and 
she needs to ask forgiveness for that, and atone for 
I understand such a woman’s response, she is tryi 
take responsibility for the decision.

We on the left tend to twitch with discomfc 
I that word “sin.” Too often we have become relq 

I ly illiterate, and so we deeply misunderstand the ' 
1 But in all of the great religious traditions, our rec 
I tion of sin, and then our atonement for it, brini 
I God’s compassion and our redemption. In many 1 
\ justice is linked, as it is in medieval Judaism ai 
I Buddhism, to compassion. From Yom Kippur an 
y\sh Wednesday-to-Easter cycle to the Hindu id 
karma, the individual’s confrontation with her < 
own culpability is the first step toward ways to creal 
receive more light.
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viiiimcn >. 11 one oeneves tnat abortion is 
killing and yet is still pro-choice, one could try to use

V

And whichever senator among you has ever prevented 
an unplanned premiancv—and Dr true

stands her natural desire as a treasure to cherish, and
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This model of reality may have been necessary in an 
unrelenting patriarchy. But today, in what should be, as 

women continue to consolidate political power, a patri-

tempted to be less than loving—and give renewed love 
to the living child. And so on: tikkun.

But when you insist, as the “Hers” column writer did,

conceived abortions. This is blood that the doctors and 

rinse and cause to flow and rinse again. And they takeall 
our sins, the pro-choice as well as the pro-life among us 
upon themselves.

And we who are pro-choice compound their isolation 
by declaring that that blood is not there.

As the world changes and women, however incremen­
tally, become more free and more powerful, the lan­
guage in which we phrase the goals of feminism must 
change as well. As a result of the bad old days before the 
Second Wave of feminism, we tend to understand abor­
tion as a desperately needed exit from near-total male 

its an

The pTS^TT^vi-
ously scapegoat them in onewhy: if pro-lifers did to

the blood of the desperate and the unpreventable and 
accidental and the medically necessary and the violently 
conceived abortions. This is blood that the doctors and 
clinic workers often see clearly, and that they heroically

control of our reproductive lives. This scenario posit a’“ 
unambiguous chain of power and powerlessness in 
which men control women and women, in order to sur-

women what they do to abortion doctors—harassed and 
targeted them in their homes and workplaces—public 
opinion would rapidly turn against them; for the move­
ment would soon find itself harassing the teachers and 
waitresses, housewives and younger sisters of their own 
communities. The pro-life movement would have to 
address the often all-too-pressing good reasons that lead 
good people to abort. That would be intolerable, a tacti­
cal defeat for the pro-life movement, and as sure to lose 
it the mushy middle” as the pro-choice movement’s ten­
dency toward rhetorical coldness loses it the same con­
stituency.

But pro-choicers, too, scapegoat the doctors and 
clinic workers. By resisting a moral framework in which 
to view abortion we who are pro-abortion-rights leave 
the doctors in the front lines, with blood on their hands:

How could one live with a conscious view that abor­
tion is an evil and still be pro-choice? Through acts of 
redemption, or what the Jewish mystical tradition calls 
tikkun; or “mending.” Laurence Tribe, in Abortion: The 
Clash of Absolutes, notes that “Memorial services for the 
souls of aborted fetuses are fairly common in contempo­
raryjapan,” where abortions are both legal and readily 
available. Shinto doctrine holds that women shouk

* make offerings to the fetus to help it rest in peace; Bud­
dhists once erected statues of the spirit guardian of chil­
dren to honor aborted fetuses (called “water children” 
or unseeing children”). If one believes that abortion is 
killing and yet is still pro-choice, one could try to use 
contraception for every single sex act; if one' had to 
undergo an abortion, one could then work to provide 
contraception, or jobs, or other choices to young girls; 
one could give money to programs that provide prenatal 

care to poor women; if one is a mother or father, one 
can remember the. aborted child every time one is

Now imagine such a democracy, in which women 
would be valued so very highly, as a world that is accept-

on stripping people of their sense of sin, they react with 
a wholesale backing-away into a rigid morality that reim­
poses order: hence, the ascendancy of the religious

-x Just look at the ill-fated nomination of Dr. Henry Fos­
ter for Surgeon General. The Republicans said “abor­
tion,” and the discussion was over. The Democrats, had 
they worked out a moral framework for progressivism, 
could have responded: “Yes: our abortion rate is a terri­
ble social evil. Here is a man who can help put a moral 
framework around the chaos of a million and a half 
abortions a year. He can bring that rate of evil down. 
And whichever senator among you has ever prevented 
an unplanned pregnancy—and Dr. Foster has—let him 

Visk the first question.”

ho gets blamed for our abortion rate? The 
ancient Hebrews had a ritual of sending a 
“scapegoat” into the desert with the commu­
nity’s sins projected upon it. Abortion doctors

passage abortions; the “I don’t know what came over 
me, it was such good Chardonnay” abortions; as well as

rive, must have unquestioned control over fetuses. It is 
this worldview, all too real in its initial conceptualization, 
that has led to the dread among many pro-choice 
women of departing from a model of woman-equals- 
human-life, fetus-equals-not-much.

This model of reality may have been necessary in an 
unrelenting patriarchy. But today, in what should be, as 

women continue to consolidate political power, a patri­
archy crumbling in spite of itself, it can become obso­
lete.

Now: try to imagine real gender equality. Actually, try 
to imagine an America that is female-dominated, since a 
true working democracy in this country would reflect 
our 54-46 voting advantage.

ing and responsible about human sexuality; in which I 
there is no coerced sex without serious jailtime; in I 
which there are affordable, safe contraceptives available I 
for the taking in every public health building; in which I 
there is economic parity for women—and basic eco- ' 
nomic subsistence for every baby born; and in which 
every young American woman knows about and under­
stands her natural desire as a treasure to cherish, and 
responsibly, when the time is right, on her own terms 
to share.

In such a world, in which the idea of gender as a bar^” 
ner has become a dusty artifact, we would probably use a 
very different language about what would be—then— 
he rare and doubtless traumatic event of abortion. That 
anguage would probably call upon respect and resnon- 

sibmtv, grief and mourning. In that world we might wel'l 
describe the unborn and the never-tn-he-hnrn 
honest words of life. ------ - --------------- —»

And in that world, passionate feminists might well 
hold candlelight vigils at abortion clinics, standing 
shoulder to shoulder with the doctors who work there, 
commemorating and saying goodbye to the dead. •

they worked out a moral framework for progressivism,

ble social evil. Here is a man who can help put a moral
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Cutting Class
have to live with the threat of some- By Barbara Nevins Tavlnr !l!gh sct’001 diptoma. Students taking 
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hammad and Amiri Baraka - black “Fa

are held in America and abroad. We
agree on highlighting black suffer­
ing.
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Cambridge. Mass. March called by Minister Louis Far- al unity P “ “operatlon- black pain to white anxiety. The

• ■ nday, maybe a mil- rakhan can only worsen race matters. Dr. King sought to use moral and ’^d!?ara8e the m°-
lion black men will For them, he not only embodies black political rneanstotransformth^t^ of most blacks who will
march on Washing- rage but also black hatred and con- italist structure of ^sSv wNte Wi° deeply con'

ton. Coming after the tempt for whites, Jews, women, gay deepening its democrat one But he ^erlng and are
O.J. Simpson verdict, f»d lesbians. Building on a long realSically assSTeZe deptt tu^.~
the march promises diverse tradition of black nation- of white supremacy In XrL E? rXiX-. ™ ^S?00". Islam 

-----------H..„.al moment in our na- aIlsm - Marcus Garvey, Elijah Mu- King, the integrationist had no’fBir . F^ra“Ian followers. 

Uon’s life. As the writer Greg Tate hammad. Queen Mother Moore, Mai- of a black united front Lid no hatrS aZhL, CadeJ 01 black
has rightly noted, the verdict “may c°lm x ~ Minister Farrakhan is of black nationalists “ost of its best
represent the first time in history wh"te America’s worst nightmare. - lexers are black women.
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. It may be forward of me to offer 
. advice to O. J. Simpson. We are dif­
ferent in so many ways. He owns a 
Ferrari and a Bentley and until re­
cently was kept freshly supplied with 

. Ford Broncos by a large corporation.
Large corporations keep me fresh, 

..ly supplied only with bills, and my 
, single car is a two-year-old Detroit 

.job. I do not cite the car score to 
(Claim the high ground of humility, 
but only to Illustrate a difference 
between Mr. Simpson and me. 

' „,S?ulring around 0,6 Prlnce °f 
Wales, which is the task of the 
world’s Bentleys, is not my dream of 
glory. Taking Alpine curves at 130 
miles per hour, which is the function 
of the world’s Ferraris, is something 

, I pray never to do. 
, For me, motoring paradise is set- 
? ting the cruise control at 65 on a 
Tightly traveled Interstate, tucking 
I some music into the CD player and 
(dozing lightly for the next 350 miles 
I There are other differences. Mr. 
Simpson has been a top-drawer foot- 

, ball player and has heard thousands 
..cheer. My sport was high school 
track. I was fast enough to qualify as 
fifth man on the four-man mile relay 

, team. If one of the regulars had shin 
splints, I took his place.

The track team played to audi­
ences of dozens, most of them our 
parents. The dozens never cheered 
and girls did not offer their comforts 
even to the speediest.

I am drawing a self-portrait of 
being mired helplessly In the low- 
profile life. Mr. Simpson’s profile

the low profile seems to have done
so. Maybe lawyers of such dazzling 
kilowattage are too devoted to the 
high profile to know the merits of the 
low.

My guess is that Mr. Simpson, a 
robust physical specimen, did not

eu an apparatus of state power *’ 1 ,un a rauicai democrat
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*Ow fragile civic and legal order d<?”''lghter in f116 ““R leRacy -

and most of its best 
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terrain to Minister Farrakhan and 
other black nationalists would be to 
forsake not only my King legacy but, 
more importantly, my love for black 
I^ople. Young blacks are hungry tor 
vision, analysis and action; radical
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After all, I am a radical democrated an apparatus of state
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citizenry.” of wealth and a Christian free-
.ft Oar fragile civic and legal order, ® —
with its precious jury system that condemns any xenophobia, in-
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patriarchy, homophobia and’anti- 1

America. -.
If I am wrong, America has -

operational unity need not preclude s 
multiracial democratic movements a 
that target all forms of racism and P 
corporate power. Whether right or n 
wrong, I must fight So I march.  «
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can be reduced to a minimum, then 5
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Next (pp. 5-8) are various observations about letting 
community leaders lead; working with grassroots 
organizations; emphasizing that the public in inner cities 
endorses a balancing of rights and responsibilities; 
supporting mayors who fear they’ll be the losers in 

devolution.

The rest (pp. 8-17) concerns general recommendations on 
the subjects of attracting capital, linking inner city people to 
jobs in suburbs and edge cities, cleaning up brownfields, 
improving safety and quality in schools, fighting drugs, 
restructuring the federal role so that agencies can provide 
more fully integrated aid to cities in need.

MR. PRESIDENT:

Attached is a lengthy thought piece from Sec. Cisneros, who 
may well raise it with you when you see him during your 
upcoming trip to Texas. I have copied Leon, Laura, Carol, 

George and Don.

The first part of the memo (pp 3-4) argues that we pursue a 
broader, "re-emphasized" community empowerment strategy; 
that the public thinks Congress is going too far in budget 
cuts that will hurt distressed communities; that conditions in 
central cities are "worse than I can describe"; that the public 
knows things are profoundly wrong and would respond to a 
larger, more emphatic strategy. He emphasizes your phrase 

"we can do this."




